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| CCAT UPDATE

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Al
right. | CCAT.

| CCAT UPDATE

JOHN GRAVES: | think the
rel ati onship between the U S. | CCAT Advi sory
Commttee and the HVS and the Billfish Advisory
Panels is real inportant, because | appreciate the
fact that we have these advisory panels, because
it's made ny job one hell of a |ot easier at the
| CCAT Advisory Conmttee because problens with
donestic allocation, although they occasionally
flare up, are certainly to be taken care of here.

On the other hand, while these panels
take care of allocation issues and inplenentation of
| CCAT issues, the bottomline is the U S. is dealing
with a very small percentage of any of these HVS
fisheries within the Atlantic Ccean.

And so if we're going to really have
an inpact on the species, it isn't going to be
t hrough the regul ations that we do here. 1It's going
to be our ability to get the other nations, which

make up greater than 95 percent of all of the catch




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

of these species to go along with conservation
measures that will actually lead to a sustainable
fishery for these various species. So, our 2001
| CCAT neeting was a tough sell.

VWhat we do is we go through a series
of regional neetings in the fall, where we get
public input. W also try and explain the | CCAT
process to various constituencies. W then have a
fall meeting, where the commttee considers various
i ssues and options, and we try and prioritize the
maj or issues that the United States wants to achi eve
at | CCAT.

W can go in with 20 or 30

recommendati ons, you know, for the various species,
t he panels that we have there, the reality of the
situation is we'll be lucky to acconplish two or
three. And so what we try and do is to put those
together and prioritize them W can also then work
with other countries that viewpoints simlar to ours
so that they may take a |l ead on an issue and we
support them So -- and this is just a broad |ist
of sone of our objectives that we went into in 2001

First of all, |CCAT has been

westling wwth allocation criteria. How do you
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di stribute quota anong those major players that have
had a history in a fishery, as well as countries
which are newto a fishery, devel opi ng coast al
states. And these different points of view have
al nost brought 1 CCAT to its knees, and so there have
been a series of four allocation criteria workshops
totry and -- originally they had hoped they were
going to | guess sone machine driven formul a that
was goi ng to generate everybody's allocation and
then it was well, maybe we'll just get a prioritized
list of those points that are inportant.

And in the end what they cane out
with was a laundry list of things that should be
considered. But it was very inportant to the United
States that this process be finalized prior to the
meet i ng.

Then the other major itens on the
list was to -- for eastern bluefin, the tota
al l omabl e catch to renegotiate the sharing
arrangenment and total allowable catch for South
Atlantic swordfish, for bigeye tuna.

Also the Standing Committee on
Research and Statistics, the fisheries science part

of |1 CCAT, had recommended deferring the assessnents
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of blue marlin and white marlin, which were
schedul ed to occur in 2002. They suggested
post poni ng themto 2003.

Wth the ESA |isting of white marlin,
we felt that that probably wouldn't be a good idea
to postpone, so we wanted to nake sure that at | east
white marlin were done this year.

And also a major itemthat has been
on our list for several years, and one that d enn
has been working very hard to get through I CCAT, is
mul tilateral sanction or authority for unil ateral
trade acti ons.

The fact of the matter is, is we
inport nore swordfish fromsonme nations than their
| CCAT quota. And there's nothing we can do about
it. O is there? And so we cannot do it
unilaterally, but if we get a nultilateral cover or
sanction for doing that, then we could. And so
that's been an issue which we have been pursuing.

So, this was sort of -- you know,
al t hough we had a much | onger detailed list, this
was sort of our marching orders. And what happened
at the neeting was there was a success -- and this

was an incredibly |long neeting, three weeks, because




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

we had the allocation criteria workshop, which was
then foll owed by the | CCAT neeting, which was then
extended over the | ast few years.

But there was a successful conclusion
to the allocation criteria working group. People
were happy with what canme out of it, which neant
that we could now go back to the panels and address
sonme of these sharing arrangenents and al so setting
TAC s.

But as has happened in the | ast
several years is that the EC has essentially been a
roadbl ock to getting anything through in a tinely
fashion during the neeting. | mean, you're in this
nmeeting for eight days, for Christ's sake, you know?
You'd think you could get sone things taken out of
the way. But what they try and do is defer action
on everything until the very end. And then it's al
going to be done in one fell swoop.

And we could see they had -- they had
set up their positions on South Atlantic swordfish,
on eastern bluefin, and they wanted fishing at
| evel s that were way, way, way above anything that
was sustainable. And in the case of the South

Atl antic swordfish, the panel for it actually broke
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down. They were very close to having a sharing
arrangenent that satisfied all of the players and
woul d have been with a TAC at repl acenent yield.
This i s good.

But the EC, which has, what, 50
percent of the fishery, refused to give up even a
smal | amount of their quota to make it happen,
whereas ot her countries were willing to give up
quite a bit of quota to nmake it work, Japan
especi al ly.

That wasn't a good sign. And then on
the very last day we had had a | ot of concerns about
bluefin. W kept trying to work with the east to
bring down their TACto a |l evel that was close to
repl acenent. Repl acenent was estimted a few years
ago to be about 25,000 netric tons. They'd been
fishing it at 40. You know? It doesn't take a
rocket scientist to figure out what's going to
happen if you keep doing that.

But they kept pushing it off, pushing
it off, pushing it off, and finally what happened
was we got to the end of the neeting and we had j ust
enough people for a quorum And the United States

refused to go ahead and approve a sharing




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

arrangenment and TAC within the east that allowed
gross overfi shing.

| think nost of the countries were
stunned, but this was a consensus decision within
the U S. delegation. W realized that this was
going to be a big nonkey wench in the works. But

we' ve gone along in previous years saying that a bad

deal is better than no deal at all. But when it
just -- you never see a change in it, finally the
hope was that this is going to -- this is going to

change the system you know, and it had i medi ate
ram fications because essentially the neeting just
st opped.

The panel reports, which had all of
t he recommendati ons, nost of them hadn't been
adopted, so all of the recomendations that we had
arrived at were not endorsed. They weren't
sanctioned. | CCAT secretariat didn't know what to
do. And we basically went honme. And stil
wondering what it was that we had acconplished over
t hose three weeks.

And so when you cone back to your
famlies after you' ve been gone for that |ong and --

you know, your |oved one asks you well, what is it
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that you did, and you tell them | don't know, it's
-- you know, it's unfortunate.

But | don't want to put, you know,
that nmuch cynicismin this. | think the United
States took an inportant stand. We were backed up
by several other nations. And in the end, as | hope
to show you, we acconplished a | ot of what we
actually set out to do, wth some specific U S
obj ectives, but not necessarily with southern
swordfi sh, eastern bluefin or bigeye tuna.

So, what essentially happened were a
few panel reports were adopted. Mst of themwere
unadopted. And we went through and there was a vote
that was held by the countries. It was done by a
mai | vote done last nonth. And all of the things
t hat had been approved within the panels were then
essentially approved as panel reports and wll be
adopt ed by the Conm ssion and go into enforcenment or
-- in August, | believe, of this year.

There is still one itemthat is
out standing and that is again the sharing
arrangenent and TAC for eastern bluefin tuna. And
sonehow the EC was able to say that we wanted this

voted on again, even though it had not been included
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in the panel report. The United States didn't feel
that it should be voted on again, but we |ost that
battle. And so nowit's out for a vote, but -- and
we're hoping that it won't get enough votes to go
through. But it will just be for a year and we'll
be revisiting it again next -- well, this com ng
Novenber .

So, I'"Il just go through. In I CCAT
there are four panels that deal with the species.
Panel 1 is the tropical tunas. The big neasure
there was the bigeye tuna conservation. And
essentially a recommendation that had been -- that
accommodat ed China in the year 2000, China objected
to, because it limted their participation in the
Atlantic to originally to 30 vessels at 2,000 netric
tons or whatever, and so they said this is what
we're going to do. The only way we could get the
measure through this year was to concede to their
demands, because they woul d object and set their own
aut ononobus quot a anyways.

But for the United States what was
i nportant was that there will be an assessnent of
bi geye this year and that in that we do have that

the SCRS, if the stock is overfished, as it npbst
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likely will be, has to cone up with stock recovery
scenarios. And those scenarios will include
undoubtedly not only reduction of |longline fishery
for the adults, but also in the case of bigeye you
have a | arge harvest of small individuals in the
@Qul f of Guinea and a fishery -- a surface fishery
for skipjack.

Panel 2 is the northern tenperate
tunas, so that's northern al bacore and bl uefin tuna.
The northern al bacore catch limts, we tried to
increase the United States al bacore landings in
there. W took them-- we have essentially the nean
value for over the |last several years is the val ue
that's in there. And that's all we're going to get,
as Chris found out, in no uncertain terns.

Continuing bluefin tuna research in
the central North Atlantic wth the set-aside for
that, or a special quota for that research. Again,
those are -- you know, we've seen |arge spawni ng
size fish aggregating in the Central Atlantic at a
time when they woul d be spawni ng, but they're not in
an area that we consider to be spawni ng grounds.

So, what are they doi ng?

Resol ution on the SCRS m xi ng report.
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Again, the Standing Commttee on Research and
Statistics had held a neeting and they had a report

i ndi cati ng what needed to be done really to get an
under st andi ng of the m xi ng between the east and the
west. And it was the basis of that report that the
United States was able to stand up and say | ook, we
are very concerned what's happening in the east with
bl uefin because there is a direct interaction of
those fish in the west.

And then finally the recommendati on
on eastern Atlantic bluefin catch limts is stil
out standing, and that's why | have an asteri sk on
t hat one.

Panel 3 is just southern al bacore,
and sout hern al bacore has been adequately managed
over the |l ast several years. They approach it
W thout strict quotas. There's a TAC that they
approach and try not to exceed it. And that's
wor ked. So, as long as the stock continues to have
good recruitnent, there may not be a problemthere.
So, that was just continued.

Panel 4: that includes swordfish,
billfish and other species. The recommendation on

South Atlantic swordfish essentially rolled over and
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was the same recommendati on you had the year before,
wher e nobody wanted to have a specific quota, and so
instead they -- recogni zing replacenent yield of
14,000 netric tons that they would submt nationa
gquotas or their anticipated national quotas with the
hope that they wouldn't exceed 14, 000 what ever
metric tons.

Well, when they did that |ast year,
it was 22,000 netric tons. And so that sane
recommendation is rolling over this year, but again
of course this year we're going to have a stock
assessnent. W're going to see what a coupl e of
years -- two, three years of what | ooks like pretty
i ntense overfishing has done to the South Atlantic
swor df i sh st ock

Recommendation to amend the plan to
rebuild blue and white marlin. That essentially
instructed the SCRS to undertake an assessnent of
white marlin in this year, which they will do in
May. And in the case of blue marlin, if it was
going to be put off, to hold in place the nmanagenent
measur es whi ch had been put into effect a couple of
years ago. So, this is a reduction of |andings of

blue marlin for each nation of 50 percent. And
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white marlin was supposed to be a reduction of 67
percent and there was supposed to be -- achieve
t hese through the release of live aninals.

And then a resolution for the
eval uation of alternatives to reduce catches of
juveni |l es, dead discards of swordfish. This is
essentially tinme area closures and instructing the
SCRS to do a detailed analysis of that.

| won't spend too nuch tinme on the

per mmnent working group. W have the

1o

i ntercessionals, which will be taking place in Tokyo

in May -- right at the end of May. And | won't

spend the tinme on those now, because we don't have

that much, but if you want to tal k nore about those,

"1l be happy to do that.
But what we did get in the pernmanent
wor ki ng group was we did get a neasure which may

allow the nmultilateral cover for unilateral trade

actions. And this is a biggie. W want to see how

it'"s going to hold up. But -- and I'll probably |et

Aenn talk alittle bit nore about that -- or Kim

Bl ankenbecker, who's joined us in the audi ence here,

who is the | CCAT -- our national | CCAT secretari at

and | ocal guru on | CCAT i ssues.
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Compl i ance, PWG essentially addresses
a lot of actions for non-nenbers wthin the
Atlantic. The Conpliance Conmttee, which is
sonething that the United States has been harping on
for the |last many years, and certainly Rollie
Schm tten has been pushing that agenda very hard, is
to make sure that | CCAT nenber nations have the sane
rules and follow themjust as non-nenber nations.

So, it isn't join the club and | oot and pill age,
it'"s join the club and do the right thing.

We've had a hard time with
conpliance, even getting countries to submt their
data for conpliance tables on tine. W really only
have strict conpliance neasures with bluefin tuna
and swordfish, where we have overage, underage
provi sions. W have penalties if you have an
overage in nultiple years.

O her infractions, like as |
menti oned yesterday with billfish or in the case of
a lot of mninmumsize requirenments, there is the
charge that nations which do abuse or do not conply
have to conme to the full group and indicate their
nonconpl i ance, the magnitude of that nonconpliance,

and neasures that they've taken donestically to
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7
ensure that that nonconpliance wll cease.

And so what we have done in the
United States is to try -- and Canada's worked very
closely with us -- and Japan to sone extent, too, is
just to try and refine this systemso it does
exactly what we want it to do. And we're getting
closer. It's not a perfect system but we're
getting closer.

And then plenary, again, they adopted
the report for the allocation of fishing
possibilities. These are allocation criteria,
all owm ng tenporary adjustnent of quotas. These
woul d be specific quota transfers, like we did to
hel p Japan just |last year. But it ensures a
transparency of those actions and restricts themin
what they can do. And then we just continued sone
shopkeepi ng there and the next nmeeting will be held
in Bilbao, Spain. It will be held earlier than
normal, at the end of Cctober to early Novenber,
whi ch neans that with all the assessnents we have
comng up this year, we're going to have a very busy
| CCAT year.

The | CCAT neeting, generally what we

do is we get honme exhausted in Novenber and then we
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see our famlies, have Christmas and don't think
about it much until we have our spring species
wor ki ng group, although this year | think Kimspent,
as well as the comm ssioners, several weeks trying
to figure out what could be sal vaged fromthe
meeting. So, it wasn't as easy for themas it
normal ly is.

But what we do is the conmttee gets
together, along with the 16 technical advisors in
the spring and four species working groups, and the
focus of that nmeeting is to really give the National
Marine Fisheries Service our list of recommendations
for managenent and research for these species.

And so I'Il just quickly go over what
the maj or reconmmendati ons are, and agai n, people can
el aborate on this later, or if you' d like to get the
full reports of the groups, you can contact Kim
Bl ankenbecker or nyself, and | can send themout to
you el ectronically.

But in the case of billfish, | want
to continue to understand post-rel ease survival of
animals, white and blue marlin rel eased from both
commercial and recreational gears, to get an idea of

really what kind of nortality is occurring on these
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T9
ani mal s.

We also would like to identify
habitat preferences, and that falls right into
nunber 3 here, and that one of the things that the
Japanese are doing, along with scientists at the
I nter-Anmerican Tropical Tuna Comm ssion, is to try
and use a nodel that weights CPUE' s of |onglines
based on the depth of the longline set. And the
idea here is that marlin are occupyi ng the upper
strata of the water colum, and in a deep longline
set they shouldn't really have access to that gear.

Unfortunately, what the Japanese see,
as they've gone traditionally froma shall ow
longline set to deep longline set, and this was |ike
in the '60s and '70s into the '80s and ' 90s where
they're now targeting bigeye tuna deeper, they've
actually seen in sone cases an increase in the CPUE
of billfish. This doesn't nmake a | ot of sense if
they're setting deeper in the water colum.

So, what they've done in the Pacific
is they actually did an assessnment where they
corrected or adjusted the deep sets for the tine
that they thought the aninmals were spendi ng at

depth. And when they did that, it essentially
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showed that | o and behold in the Pacific Ccean, blue
marlin are at virgin popul ati on stocks.

So, that's probably not a very good
picture of reality, but it shows what you can do
wi th an assessnent based on different
standardi zations. So, what The Billfish Advisory
Panel felt -- or the billfish working group, excuse
me, felt was that we need to better understand the
assunptions inherent in this nodel.

Try to get an age structure
i ncorporated into the production nodel right now
The assessnent is pretty crude. Again, research to
mnimze billfish encounters, or when they are
encountered to reduce billfish nortality. So,
that's -- time area closures, |ook at those. Also
| ook at different types of gear type that m ght
i ncrease survive after an interaction.

And again, we don't know a whol e | ot
about age and growth of billfish. W know very
little about billfish spawni ng on an oceanw de
basis. And these would be -- these are the kinds of
things that you really need to know in order to
ef fectively manage a speci es.

Managenment recommendations, if you're
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havi ng mandatory live release of billfish, then you
have to have observer coverage to actually observe
that. | nmean, how el se -- you know, so we have to
have observer coverage. Accurate data collection
Again, a lot of countries are not reporting

billfish. They're just not that inportant to them
They may keep them They nay discard them But if
they're not a target species, the data that are
being collected are usually pretty poor.

Even in the U S. fishery when, you
know, an observer was on the boat, captains have
traditionally under-reported catches of billfish.
Wiy? Because they're not noting down the billfish
as nmuch as they're noting the swordfish or the tuna
that are com ng on board, because that's what's
inportant to them

Also this year is going to be a
di saster at I CCAT. You're having again assessnents
for bigeye, bluefin, swordfish, white marlin at
least. This nakes it really hard to focus on the
managenent of any of these species if all these
assessnents are done, and so the recommendati on was
we'll try and spread this out a little nore evenly

over tine.
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Catch rate anal yses, white marlin and
blue marlin by one degree squares. A |lot of
countries have this information, but to date it's
only been done by five by five squares, which nay --
at that |level of resolution, you may mss a | ot of
fine scale features, which would be inportant in
actually setting up effective tine area cl osures.

And then again sone idea of
i ncreasi ng observer coverage. How are you going to
do it? CObserver coverage, we've been told, is
extrenely expensive, and maybe there's other ways to
find funding, at |east tenporarily, for a higher
percent age of observer coverage which would all ow
data coll ection, not enforcenent, but data
col | ecti on.

Swor df i sh speci es worki ng group,
which Gail ably convened. Again, to support -- that
the U S. should support the 2002 stock assessnent.
And undoubtedly the Sout heast Science Center will be
there, and hopefully sonme other individuals, as
wel | .

They want inproved reporting of U S
recreational swordfish catch, just -- we wll be

hel d accountable for that. A lot of countries read




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

Z3
and come in with our sport fishing nmagazi nes and
hold themup in our face, even though we can hold
them up and say yeah, in the sane issue there's an
article on the Canary Islands or on Madeira or

sonmet hing, but that doesn't matter nmuch. W have to
have -- we're held to a higher standard, but that's
the reality of the situation.

They want ed observer coverage, again
five percent donestic on all gear types. And
international as well, whatever we can do to
i ncrease international observer coverage.

Japan, which has a huge problemin
terms of swordfish, exceeding their quota in the
north but not exceeding it in the south, had very
poor observer coverage within the Atlantic Ccean --
in fact, a total of seven observers in the Atlantic
Ccean, and none of those observers was depl oyed on a
ship which was fishing in the area where we were
nost concerned about the incidental take of
swordfish in a fishery for bigeye tuna. So, no data
there. And surprisingly, the ratio of swordfish to
bi geye dropped remarkably in those areas, where we
had no observer coverage, the reported ratio. But

just coincidence, |'msure.
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And then to pronote internationa
conpliance with the vessel nonitoring system
recommendation, which is on the books for | CCAT.
Managenent, rebuilding plans, stay the course. You
know, if -- the assessnent hasn't been done yet, but
based on the abundance of small fish, things seemto
be going well. So, however the assessnent goes,
let's keep on with the target that we have.

Al l ocation, as this could cone up,
defend the U. S. share, our traditional share of that
fishery, which the U S has voluntarily given up
quite a bit of that fishery in order to get
rebui |l di ng plans and getting sharing arrangenents.

What ever we can do on an oceanw de
basis to reduce swordfish nortality. Those woul d be
time area closures. And again, the trade conpliance
mul tilateral authority to inplenent unilateral
actions, to continue to push this and actually
i npl enent what we may have already gotten the
infrastructure for.

Bluefin tuna, we don't need to worry
about that.

Ckay. Sone -- the research

recommendations, pretty straightforward, to support
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the central Atlantic research | ooking into what
these |l arge bluefin tuna are doing in March, Apri
and May north of Bermuda. Continue stock structure
research using genetics, mcroconstituent analysis
of otilists. Continue high tech tagging efforts and
to have that done not just in the U S but to really
get a picture of what's going on, it has to be done
t hroughout the range of the animals.

To pursue alternative stock structure
hypot heses. (Obvi ously, maybe one bi g honbgeneous
stock isn't the case, and it's certainly not two
di screet east/west stocks. Wat is it that we have
there? You know, let's try inplenmenting sone ot her
nmodel s. Let's not just try two ends of a continuum
but go beyond that.

Conti nue research on the Gulf of
Mexi co spawni ng stock, how nmuch spawning i s going on
in the Gulf of Mexico. And then |ooking at stock
recrui tment functions. For those of you that were
famliar wwth the | ast few assessnents, the
relati onship between recruitnment and spawni ng stock
in bluefin tuna |ike many pelagic fishes, like in
many fishes, is highly variable. And so the

function that you use to do that can have a great
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ef fect on your rebuilding plan and on your stock
assessnent .

Managenent reconmendations is to note
U S. catches in the eastern Atlantic. The United
States has taken catches of eastern bluefin on -- to
east of 45 degrees west. Cenerally, those have been
reported as |landed in the west, just because that's
where the boats have of fl oaded, but we -- the group
felt that there was -- we have a stake for that and
we should at least let it be known.

Also to communi cate the results of
t he upcom ng General Fisheries Council of the
Medi t erranean neeting. The last tine that that
happened there wasn't an adequate di ssem nation of
the results and the commttee wanted that to be done
ri ght away.

Al l ocation of small bluefin in the
western Atlantic. Again, |CCAT holds us to eight
percent, but that doesn't necessarily agree well
with our recreational fisheries. W could have
sonething that's resource neutral by reducing take
of somewhat slightly larger fish to increase the
school fish size.

And again, this is one of the few
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i nstances where | CCAT is actually mandati ng
sonething going on in a specific country. So,

again, we're held to a slightly different rule.

Monitoring of tuna farm ng and NEI
which is not el sewhere included. Last year, the
Standing Commttee on Research and Statistics did
not pursue not el sewhere included. |In sonme years,
based on the bluefin tuna statistical docunent, nost
of which arrive over in Japan, Japan notes what sone
countries are in fact harvesting -- or what they've
exported to Japan exceeds what they're reporting as
their catch. And this has been used to adjust
country cat ches.

But now a lot of countries are saying
well, you know, we reported these animals as caught,
but they increased in size while in our pen and
they're using this as a snoke screen. And so we're
not taking into account sonme of the nortalities,
whi ch we need to, for this.

So, the working group wanted a better
accounting of what's going on in tuna farm ng, and
if they can't provide that information, then just
l[ive with what it is that they are in fact

exporting.
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Again, a major goal is to achieve a
sust ai nabl e | evel of fishing in the eastern
Atl antic, and again an allocation criteria, as Rich
will say, defend the U S. share.

The BAYS, this is bigeye, albacore,
yel l owfi n and ski pj ack, we have three sets of
recommendati ons here. Data recomrendations, which
is going to occupy a lot of your tinme tonorrow, so
" mnot going to spend too much time on it, but
again the recreational and commerci al | andi ngs of
BAYS speci es have traditionally been grossly
underreported. And that is a feeling of every
constituency wthin the group, and the Caribbean has
essentially been ignored.

We are coming to the time in | CCAT
where all of these are going to conme under quota
managenent. And if we don't have a historical
record at the tine that they go into quota
all ocation, we're not going to get credit for it.

So, we can spend a |lot of tinme going
back into history and trying to figure out what it
is, or we can get on our horses now and do a really
good job for a little while of figuring out what

actually is comng across the docks.
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And they want a workshop to pursue
that and to indicate again that all of our reported
| andi ngs in the BAYS speci es working group are
provisional. And as | nentioned yesterday, as |ong
as we have a statistical document, we can go back
and revise our landings, but if we do that after
there's an allocation criteria, we've lost out. W
need to have the nunbers at the tine that we're
going in there. So -- and who knows? Next tine
yellowfin is assessed, we may be pushing that
envel ope.

Research reconmendati ons, conti nue
life history studies of BAYS. They're a little bit
better known than billfish, but not a whole I|ot
better. They did applaud, the BAYS group, that NVFS
made an initial stab to collate information on
research that was being funded by the federa
government relative to BAYS species. And it was a
good first step, but they encouraged the agency to
build a better packet, as this group has done. And
SO I'"'msure that next year at this time both of us
-- both groups wll see results of that.

Econom ¢ i npact and benefit studies

of the BAYS fisheries, recreational fisheries.
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Managenment reconmendati ons, pursue international
rebuil ding prograns for all overfished BAYS tunas.
U S to ensure conpliance with m nimum si ze
reconmendat i ons.

Again, the -- alnost half of the
animals that are taken in the yellowin and the
bi geye fishery are | ess than the | CCAT m ni num si ze.
And each country has -- actually on a per trip basis
a tolerance of 15 percent. So, you know, it's just
not working, and so how are we going to -- you know,
we want to ensure that you get -- you know, the
greatest yield per recruit that you can. How are
you going to do that? You're going to have to do
sonmething with this fishery in the Gulf of GCuinea.
And so that could be gear nodifications or tine area
cl osures or sonething, but to pursue that
essentially and have a workshop possibly for doing
t hat .

Number 5: introduce neasure
reiterating responsibility to provide basic catch
and effort data. Again, sone countries don't even
provi de the necessary information. And this is
bel ow conpliance. This is just the basic data. So,

we have to go beyond that.
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And one other thing that happened in
pl enary, or actually in Panel 4 that was on the
slide back at the I CCAT neeting that | didn't dwell
on was the fact that this was sonething that the
| CCAT Advisory Commttee had been pushing | CCAT for
along time to take actions on pel agi ¢ sharks.

And this year the United States --
this was an inportant agenda item for us and we had
an amazing anount of nultilateral cooperation.
mean, even the EC was com ng out with a shark
resolution, the turtle resolution, birds. | nean,
all of a sudden there seened to be a lot nore
interest in the entire ecosystemas a whole, and we
did pass a resolution which -- and a resolution is
nonbi ndi ng in | CCAT term nol ogy, but -- you know,
it's a strong suggestion. So, a resolution which
prohi bits finning.

And also it does -- and a resolution
to the SCRS neans that this will happen is to have
an assessnent for blue sharks, mako sharks, and |
t hi nk porbeagle, as well, in 2004, wasn't it? O
was it 3? 2004.

And so as opposed to the data

preparation neeting, which was sonething that the
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SCRS just decided to do on pelagic sharks, this tinme
t he Comm ssion has nmandated to the SCRS that they
wi || undertake an assessnent.

So, whereas Ranon may have given the
pi cture before that -- you know, it's going to be a
real weak assessnent, now countries, since it's
goi ng to happen, are going to have a much greater
interest init. And even though we undoubtedly w |
m ss sone data from sone countries, | think there's
going to be a little nore substance to it than woul d
have been given the perception at the data
preparatory neeting that was held | ast year. And
that's nore than ny 15 m nutes.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:
Thanks, John. | didn't really envision a | engthy
di scussion. W can probably entertain a few
coments, because obviously the venue for that was
at the | CCAT Advisory Committee neeting and the
speci es wor ki ng groups.

Qoviously there is an interface
bet ween what happens internationally and what we do
donestically, particularly with respect to
rul emeki ng, research, nmonitoring and reporting. So,

| thought it would be good for those nenbers of this
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panel who were not present for the | CCAT neeting to
get an update.

So, let's try to finish up this in
maybe about ten m nutes, although I'm seeing a | ot
of hands com ng up. So, that may be overly
anbitious. How about -- we'll try to cut this
di scussion off at 2 o'clock. W've got 20 m nutes.
So, let ne keep track of a show of hands.

Al right. W'Ill let denn go first.

GLENN DELANEY: Thank you very much.
| appreciate that. John, you just clarified one
thing I wanted to nention for Ranon, is that the
nmeeting you attended, | believe, was that before our
| CCAT neeting, was clearly a group of scientists
getting together and definitely did display the type
of behavior that we were trying to respond to at the
| CCAT neeting itself.

And | think as Dave WI not had
i ndi cated, the actual | CCAT plenary neeting, which
is | guess the fishery managers as opposed to
scientists, if you will, are the people speaking on
the floor, did enbrace with some enthusiasmthe need
for noving forward the shark agenda.

So, hopefully that will correct --
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and as John correctly pointed out, they've been
directed to do sonething now. So, we'll |ook for
your report next year, | guess, and how it went.

The second thing | wanted to nention
wth regard to bluefin tuna -- first of all, John
your presentation was excellent, and that's a lot to
cover and | don't know how you can do it in 15
m nut es.

But on the bluefin tuna situation, |
just want to make sure it's clear that what happened
was really not an accident. It was sonething where
we had to think on our feet, but it was part of a
| arger effort in design that's been going on for
sonme tinmne.

A nunber of us have | ooked at | CCAT
as realistically the only way we're going to
successfully conserve and nmanage these Highly
M gratory Species that are being fished on by 30 or
nore nations at any given tinme throughout the range
of the species.

And uni |l ateral neasures are just
sinply not going to cut it. So, as broken and
chal l enging and frustrating as it may be, and

depressing, | would say, we have to accept the
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reality that this is our best shot if we're going to
try to i nprove things.

The gane as a conmm ssioner for nme has
al ways been how do you find | everage in an
i nternational forum when you have none. How do you
create some. And every tinme you see it, you grab
it, and hopefully turn sonething out of it.

On the bluefin tuna, we have been
very frustrated with the European Union's
performance on bluefin tuna, but we've al so been

very frustrated with their performance on a range of

fisheries. In fact, every fishery that they're
involved with. Wich is alnost all |CCAT fisheries,
the EU either has -- | bet they have the najority of

just about every fishery that we nmanage at | CCAT,
with very few exceptions, and sonetinmes nore than 50
percent of the harvest they have.

So, they are the dom nant pl ayer.
Are there other countries that are bad behavior --
bad players? No question about it. But the biggest
single fisher in | CCAT needs to clean up its act if
we ever have a hope of addressing -- you know, the
relatively tiny infractions that the Pharaoh |sl ands

m ght bring us on bluefin tuna or the northwestern
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African nations or any of the Latin Anerican
nati ons.

W really -- it's very difficult to
go to themand tal k about their |lack of conpliance
when you have very highly devel oped nations |ike
Spain and France and Italy and what have you who
have every technol ogical, econom c advantage in the
wor |l d, and have absol utely no excuse for not being
able to conply, doing such a bad job of that.

So, we several years ago targeted the
EU as sort of the turning point of ICCAT. If we can
get the EUto join us, the United States, as |eaders
of conservation at |CCAT, then we do have a prayer
of sequentially nailing down these other regions of
the world where we have sone probl ens.

And bl uefin tuna just happened to be
the species and the issue that we decided to sort of
try to break their back and force -- and create sone
| everage on them

And so | don't want to create the
sense that we went into the neeting with great hope
of achieving great things for eastern Atlantic
bl uefin tuna and that we were sorely di sappointed

and |l ost our battle. You know, we were very nuch




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

37
anticipating the EU strategy of delaying the issue
till the end of the neeting and trying to jamus at
the end, and everyone would throw up their hands in
exhaustion and give in to them W cane prepared.
We had a |l ot of support in advance from Congress, so
that the United States would stand tall on the issue
and as it played out, we were able to do that.

Followup to this is everything.
What we do subsequent to rejecting their proposal
means -- will determ ne whether we're successful or
not. We went into that nmeeting with the
preconcei ved position that we would not accept any
plan for the eastern Atlantic tuna that did not
bring their fishing nortality down to a sustainable
| evel .

The proposals that they put on the
table, as they have in past years, are at about 140
percent of that sustainable level. So, they had a
long way to go. And we held firm as | said, in
that, and we have had a great deal of discussion
anong the conmm ssioners wthin the higher |evels of
our own governnent to plan an attack, if you wll,
on the higher |evels of the European Union

government as well as the governnents of the
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i ndi vi dual EU nenber nations such as Spain and
France, etcetera, and we have done quite a bit of
wor k on that.

| won't go into any detail on that
right now, but again, follow through and follow up
on that is pivotal to our succeeding in bringing to
the attention of the high | evels of governnent the
fact that the EUis a very, very poor participant in
terms of conservation performance at | CCAT, and
they're putting at risk a great many resources that
are inportant not only to them but to us.

Bl uefin tuna, as was nentioned by
John, our argunents and |leverage is created in part
al so by the science that is energing, where already
we' ve seen results that suggest nore than 30 percent
of the fish which we fish on in the west spend tine
in the east.

| think as that science progresses
t hrough the electronic satellite taggi ng prograns,
we'l |l probably resolve into a situation where even
if there is determned to be spawning site fidelity
in the Mediterranean, Qulf of Mexico or centra
Atl antic, or wherever, even if that is the case --

and personally |I'munconvinced at this tinme, as you
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know -- but even if that is the case, the degree of
mxing, if you wll, of fish fromthose nata
origins is so great throughout the range of the
species that effectively we nay be only able to
manage it as if it were one stock, and we may end up
wi th a one managenent unit, which will be nore
representative of reality -- certainly nore than
what we have right nowwth a |ine down the mddle
of the ocean and pretending that the fish stay on
bot h si des.

So, | think that in a way the result
of the bluefin tuna situation at | CCAT was for ne
personally a culmnation -- you know, it was a
victory for ne because -- you know, we finally as a
nation said hell no, we're not going to accept
anything | ess than conservation or sustainability
and we're prepared to back that up at the highest
| evel s of our governnment and go basically tattletale
on you to your bosses and see if we can't correct
that. So, that's what we're in the process of doing
ri ght now.

And then also | would say that even
t hough many, many proposals were |left unfinished at

the end of the neeting, recent voting has taken
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pl ace, and | believe that -- and Kimcan add to this
i f anybody wants to know -- but | think the U S. was
able to secure virtually every one of the proposals
that we had noved through the panel level. So, we
had a pretty successful nmeeting in that respect.

The last thing | wanted to talk
about, and 1'lIl do it later or whenever you say, isS
| just wanted to clear up any potenti al
m sunder st andi ngs, not about this past year's
nmeeti ng, but about the Mdrocco neeting on billfish.
So, if you can indulge ne for two mnutes right now,
"1l do that, or if you want to -- | nean, |'m at
your disposal, but | think it's an inportant
clarification that needs to be made.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)

GLENN DELANEY: Well, why don't you
-- we can tal k about what |1'mgoing to tal k about,

or I can just say it and be done with it. For two

m nut es.
UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)
GLENN DELANEY: Let's spend two
m nutes tal king about a mnute discussion. | did

get a sense, and perhaps it's an incorrect

perception, but I want to make sure that this isn't
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out there in the billfish community in particular,
that we did not do our very best to secure the
correct quota or nunber cap of billfish for the
United States at that neeting.

The truth is, you know, I had a
| eadership role in the negotiation of that agreenent
and | recall personally delaying the resolution or

concl usi on of the negotiations on the point of what

the U S. cap would be with other nations -- you
know, | had to kind of scranble to keep that alive
and on the table before | got nailed down -- for

days, waiting for resolution by scientists, you
know, Doctor Graves and Doctor Goodyear, who are
very nmuch part of the billfish community.

The NVFS people, Chris Rogers, and
all the assets that they had. Certainly the
Billfish Foundation representatives. Bob Hayes was
on the prem ses, although not in the neeting, but
certainly part of our back room di scussi ons about
trying to resolve what should this nunber be.

And so this was not sonething that
was jamed down your throats. | just want to make
sure that's absolutely clear. | provided as nuch

time as | could keep that issue alive for you guys
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to come up with the best nunber, and | believe your
people in the -- I'"'mtalking the billfish community,
your people did the absolute best they could to
resolve that nunber with the information that was
avai |l abl e two years ago in Mrocco.

And you know, there should be no
concern about the Comm ssioner -- | forgot to
menti on M ke Nusman's involvenent in that. He was
extrenely concerned and diligent about making sure
that we put our best foot forward on that, and
certainly John Graves and Ell en Peel and Bob Hayes
and ot hers.

So, that's one thing | wanted to
clarify. And | would also say that | gave Mke the
final word as to what that nunber would be and then
| took that and worked it into the deal.

Then there's this other concern
have, which you know, having said nice things to the
billfish community |I'm probably going to get in
trouble with themright now The issue of is this a
guota or not a quota. |It's none of ny business from
-- you know, | guess ny commercial fishing interest
perspective and that hat, to neddle with that issue

as to how NMFS decides to treat the number of 250




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

73
billfish. And | don't want to nmeddle with that.
Except to the extent that it may have an effect on
my ability as an | CCAT Conm ssioner to do ny job.

And the concern | have is
interpreting this nunber of 250 as anything | ess
than a quota, a hard nunber. And |I'mvery open to
heari ng how we can do that, but if the United States
knowi ngly allows one of its | CCAT managed fisheries
to exceed a hard nunber, whether it's 250 fish or
1200 nmetric tons or -- you know, whatever the
species is and whatever the fishery is and what ever
t he nunber is that we cone hone from | CCAT, and we
knowi ngly all ow one of our own fisheries to exceed
t hat nunber because our effort controls or size
limts or whatever were not quite as effective as
they could have been in limting the nunber of fish
to 250, | think that that will seriously underm ne
our credibility at | CCAT.

It would be Iike saying to Rich or
Nel son, you know, well, you know, Spain said they
were going to do the very best they could and they
put in all these controls and -- you know, they canme
up 20 percent over, and for themto argue that that

woul d be okay and an acceptable result, well, we
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woul d be -- you know, that's what we've been facing
at | CCAT all these years is all that bal oney.

And if we are going to try to pursue

basically the sane line of bull shit, excuse ne, by

saying well, we tried, but -- you know, darn, we
just didn't quite make it, well, I'mnot going to be
able to -- well, the first -- | think there'll be

several consequences which you're not going to |ike.
And so think about this seriously.

One is don't expect anybody else to
conply with the existing billfish plan at | CCAT.
Forget about it. | nean, Brazil and then? They're
going to laugh if we cone in know ngly having gone
over and allowed the fishery to continue to | and
fish.

Secondly, I'mnot going to be able to
negotiate any nore billfish stuff, we've |ost our
credibility on the issue. W've told the world that
this is such a serious situation that they have to
do all these things, and we beat themup pretty
good, gave away of bunch of Nelson's swordfish to
get it, and then to cone back and not conply
know ngly ourselves, I'mnot going to be able to get

much nore done for billfish
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And then | guess lastly, this wll
spread to all | CCAT issues. The United States has
been able to maintain its credibility. Sonetinmes we
go over quotas, we report it, we take our slap on
the wist, we take our deductions or we do whatever
we have to do to fix it. But it's not purposeful
and it's not knowng to go into a situation know ng
that we're not going to conply with it.

And if that's going to be the case,
we're going to have a really hard tinme pursuing
eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna, South Atlantic
swordf i sh, al bacore, billfish, you nanme it. W' ve
just basically sunken down into the sewer right
along with everybody else, all over 250 billfish.

So, think about it. It's billfish,
what you got on the table now It's billfish for
the future. And it's all species for the future.
And if you can find a way to say 250 isn't 250, |
support you 100 percent if it doesn't affect our
credibility at 1CCAT in the future. And please
don't get nad at ne for saying it, because |I'm not
pi cking on the billfish people. You know how much |
supported this initiative. 1It's just reality.

Thi nk about it. Thank you.
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MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Thank
you, Genn. | don't think anybody was speaki ng of
knowi ngly, wllfully, violating the | CCAT
recommendation. There was a concern on exactly how
t he agency woul d i npl enment regul ati ons post the 250
bei ng | anded and nonit ored.

GLENN DELANEY: Well, | had a bunch
of people cone up to ne after the neeting yesterday
and said that's not a quota, we don't -- that's not
a quot a.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Al
right. Well --

GLENN DELANEY: | said all right, you
tell me what it is.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: |t
speaks for itself in the | CCAT recomendati on, that
the United States shall limt its landings to 250
bl ue and white marlin.

Agai n, that was negotiated on the
prem ses that it was -- not only the status quo, but
antici pated sone cushion in respect to the current
| evel of landings in that fishery. [Incorporating
t he reductions achieved already with the billfish

pl an and increasing in the m ninum si ze.
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Again, we're going to fall behind on
the agenda, but let's try to finish up the | CCAT
di scussion while John's here. He's got a few nore
nmonments before he's got to head out. | had Wayne
and Rom \Wo else? Joe MBride, |Irby Basko.

WAYNE LEE: Thank you, M. Chairnman.
John, that was an excellent briefing. | echo
G enn's words. Thank you very much for covering a
| ot of good information. | have one comment to make
and then | have a question for you.

The coment has to do with yellowfin
tuna. You know, we've had very nuch concern ever
since that three-bag limt on yellowin tuna was
i nposed in the recreational comunity, and | don't
want to go back to your words earlier, but the
concern that we expressed to you -- at |east when
you visited our area down there, was that if sone
later time that then would cause a problemthat the
bag would drop fromthree to two to one, and that
put our charter fleet and our people out of
business. And so that's still a concern that's
t here.

The question | have for you has to do

with bluefin tuna, and it is this. W're having a
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stock assessnent done this year. |Is it realistic to
assunme if that stock assessnent is positive that the
U.S. could achieve or obtain additional quota? 1Is
that a realistic goal or assunption?

JOHN GRAVES: The way it's set up is
that the recomendati on has sort of a buffer zone
for the rebuilding plan, and if the assessnent is
sufficiently positive above that buffer zone, then
the recommendation that's in effect would allow for
an increase in the TAC If it was in line.

So, yes, theoretically it's possible
if the assessment were sufficiently robust, that it
exceeded that -- | think it was a 200 netric ton or
sonet hing buffer. And so --

UNI DENTIFIED: If | could just add to
that point. At the |last stock assessnent in 19 --
in 2000, both of the recruitnment scenarios net the
rebuilding criteria, which is that you have to have
50 percent probability that you're still going to
achieve -- ultimately achieve your tinme table and
your rebuil ding objective.

And both the low recruitnent and the
hi gh recruitnent strategy surpassed that at the

3,000 ton level. It was 75 percent for the | ow
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recrui tnment scenario and 62 percent for the high
recrui tnment scenario under a 3,000 netric ton TAC,
whi ch woul d be about a 500 ton western Atlantic

i ncrease, of which the U S., if all things stayed

t he sane, would get about 260, 270 tons. Assum ng
you have the sane kind of stock assessnent this

July.

ROM WHI TAKER:  Yes, | have sone
questions, four questions really. Dd we not or did
not I CCAT -- | was thinking three years ago -- agree
to a take a 25 percent decrease in marlin |andings?
And are we seeing an effect fromthat or hasn't a
stock assessnent been done?

UNI DENTI FI ED, The ' 96 recomrendati on
said that by 1999 you would see a 25 percent
reduction in landings fromthat tinme. Many
countries did that. Brazil had an increase of 200
percent for blue marlin and 300 percent for white
marlin. And the only way that we could acconplish
in 2000 in Morocco the billfish recomendati on which
woul d have live release and then a roll back of 67
percent on white marlin and 50 percent on bl ue
marlin, was to use the |landings reported for 1999.

This was not fair to many nations,
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and Japan at this last neeting in Spain was really
upset that we had been -- we had not been fair to
everybody, that they felt that they had been --
because they had foll owed an | CCAT recommendati on,
that they were being penalized. And it was |ike
wel come to the club, you know?

ROM WHI TAKER:.  And |I'Il1l just go ahead
and go through ny other three. | know denn pretty
well explained it and it |ooks |ike naybe you al
are maki ng sone headway wth the bluefin tuna issue
anyway, but | was curious as to what happens with
this year. Do the countries remain at whatever
their level was last year? Do they just have a
carte bl anche, you know, unlimted catch?

And ny third question was on observer
coverage. | know you said five trips were observed
by Japan in the Atlantic, and were those our
observers or were those Japan observers?

And ny fourth question is on the BAYS
tuna, how | ong do we have before the yellowfin issue
is really going to conme to a head? Thank you

JOHN GRAVES: G enn, do you want to
handl e t he bl uefin?

GLENN DELANEY: It's a difficult
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guestion to answer. W left -- certainly the U S.
under st andi ng | eavi ng the neeting because these
words were spoken in effect, in nmy opinion, by the
Chai rman, was that there would be an effort by
nations to maintain their current |evel of harvest.
But to be honest with you, it's a free for al
anyway. It is a free for all. |It's hard to
perceive that any nation is |imting its harvest of
bluefin tuna in the east right now

So, that's a potential downside,
conservation downsi de of what we did. And we knew
that. But it has to be done to finally break the
back of their pattern of behavior or ICCAT is a
witeoff. And I'mnot going to give up

JOHN GRAVES: Thanks, denn. In
terms of the observers, | think it was seven
observers or seven observed trips, and those were
Japanese observers. In | CCAT, the nations are
responsi bl e for observing the fishing practices of
their flagged vessels. This is different than for
i nstance | ETTC, where you have an international pool
of observers which are put on the vessels. So,
t hose were Japanese observers.

And in terns of the BAYS, | nean,
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obviously we're already going there. W've gone
there with bigeye. Were's yellowfin? Wl
fortunately, yellowfin are pretty good at
reproducing and recruiting. W wll see -- ny
perception is that we will see going to quota as
soon as we have the first significant decrease in
bi omass in an assessnent.

So, right now we're at about a
bi omass that supports maxi mum sustainable yield. W
get down to .8 or whatever, and then everyone's

going to start grabbing for what they can get. And

that's -- so | think we have tine. You know, there
may be a push this year. | know Brazil is
concer ned.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (I naudi bl e.)

JOHN GRAVES: | don't know. | forget
-- bigeye is this year, but yellowfin -- 2003? And
so you know, if it's a bad assessnent in 2003, you
coul d expect nmaybe that year that we would all of a
sudden start seeing a nove towards quota.

And so the reality of the situation
isif the U S and the National Mrine Fisheries
Service is going to put sone noney into | ooking at

-- injoining the states into getting an accurate
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counting of what it is we're landing, nowis the
time todoit. Doing it in tw years, it may be too
| at e.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (Il naudi ble) -- a
different direction as far as bigeye, and it's not
wor ki ng.  Wiether it will eventually work, | don't
know. But somewhere along the line, the United
States is going to have to be able to say we need
sonme nunbers invol ved, and we have not been able to
say that on bigeye or yellowin because of the
situation with our not being able to recover past
production records. But you know, there's going to
have to be sonme | ead sonmewhere along the line to
push for real nunbers because all the quasi -
managenent things that have been com ng out, they're
not wor ki ng.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:
(I'naudible) -- tonmorrow. We've really got to nove

along if we're going to get back on track with the

agenda. W still have sone |ingering observer
questions, | believe, as well as sone final shark
coments. |rby Basco.

| RBY BASCO  Thank you, M. Chairman.

Most of my concerns have been asked and answered,
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best they could. One question for John. Does any
ot her countries has designated sone cl osed areas
i ke we have in the United States?

JOHN GRAVES: Yes, they have. W
have effectively tinme area closures in the
Medi terranean in spawni ng areas and putatively smal
bl uefin areas. You also have in the Gulf of Cuinea
there was a voluntary tinme area closure fishing on
fads, which it's a skipjack fishery because it takes
an awful lot of small yellowfin and bigeye. And so
that was originally a voluntary program by the EC
but then it becane an | CCAT recomendati on. And so
that -- so, time area closures are sonething that is
in the | CCAT | exicon, or in their nmanagenent
t ool box, yes.

| RBY BASCO. Ckay. So, we're not by
oursel ves then. Thank you.

GLENN DELANEY: This is a really
i nportant distinction here, not to -- those were
multilateral decisions that affect all the players
in the fishery. The Mediterranean is a body of
water that's managed by a regional organization that
chose to select tine area cl osures based on a

col l ective decision of all participants in the
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fishery. The same with the Gulf of Guinea closure
t hr ough | CCAT.

In no case am| aware of a specific
unil ateral neasure to close vast areas of fisheries
to a single nation's fishermen. So, there is, you
know, in ny opinion, no analogy to what the United
St ates has done.

JOHN GRAVES: Just to redefine that
just a little bit nore, the EC when they originally
did it was not an ICCAT initiative. It was
mul tilateral and there was the EC, and so it wasn't
one nation. But | nean the EC and the Gulf of
Qui nea started --

UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)

UNI DENTI FI ED: Just to add to that.
Fromthe bluefin front there's certainly nothing
conparable to what we're doing for the Gulf of
Mexico. Certainly on the small fish, first of all,
you couldn't show any effective neasures that
they' ve taken. The reports are that between 35 and
55 percent of their catch in nunber each year is
under the | CCAT m ni num si ze of 6.7 percent.

In terns of the spawni ng area

closure, it's designed to -- it's technically
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targeted only at longline boats that are over 70 --
24 meters in length. Wat it basically does is it

provi des an opportunity for the small purse seiners

and small longliners to target the fish on the
spawni ng grounds. It's not a spawning area closure
as we know it. It takes the Japanese out of the
fishery.

JOSEPH MCBRI DE:  Yes, thank you.
John, a couple of things you said. First of all,
want to read you sonething and again |I'mno
statistician, just see what you think it is. It's
an | GFA bulletin here. It says the size of 55
percent of eastern Atlantic bluefin tuna are caught
is 3.7 pounds? | nean, do you accept that as -- I'm
sorry? It says 1.8 kilogranms and 3.7 pounds. |'m
just using the Anerican -- | nean, do you accept
that as a fact or -- it's not -- | nean, is it
cl ose, somewhat in that area? O where did it cone
from let's put it that way.

JOHN GRAVES: Yeah, | think sonewhere
around 50 percent of the fish are bel ow t he | CCAT
m nimum size, and | think that's --

JOSEPH MCBRIDE: That's quite a bit

bel ow the mnimumsize, if we're using the U S.
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m ni mum si ze. That's nunber one.

And nunber two, you nentioned
sonmet hing before that | got the inpression upset
you, and it certainly upsets our industry for a |ong
period of tinme, and that's the eight percent rule.
Now, how did we cone to be the only country with an
ei ght percent angling category rule?

JOHN GRAVES: As | understand it from
Steve Sl oan --

JOSEPH MCBRIDE: | nean, did the
Japanese make us do it for Pearl Harbor or

somet hi ng?

JOHN GRAVES: -- it all has to do
wi th a bal oney sandwi ch. So, | nean, Steve can give
you -- that was sonething that many, many years ago

that our conm ssioners at that tinme agreed to. And
in a closed session. And a |ot of the way that
| CCAT works is you agree on sonething before you go
to plenary. And so that predates everybody here.
And Rich mght have a little nore insight on it, but
Steve Sloan wll --

JOSEPH MCBRIDE: |I'mwell aware of
t he background. |'mjust asking you because you

seened to be concerned about the fact it was
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unil ateral and so forth and so on.
Secondly, now using that criteria of
years ago, when we thought there were an eastern and

a western stock, and we were basing that eight

percent on the western -- idea of being a western
stock, now we've said that -- we've said -- you' ve
said -- the people respond for -- that there's

probably a great possibility of a conbi ned stock,
eastern and western being one stock, theory.

Now, if that be the case, why are we
in the west? Wy isn't our del egati on goi ng back
and giving us back at least our traditional 15 to 16
percent of the angling category, and restore a
fishery to the people of this country using your own
logic as to why you did it in the first place?

JOHN GRAVES: |'mgoing to be carefu
on this one, because I'"'msure I'mgoing to get up to
nmy hi ps.

JOSEPH MCBRIDE: We'll hire you
John. Don't worry about it. You'll be all right.

JOHN GRAVES: Wiat ny feeling is is
we're going in and we're nmaking a big push right now
to get a lot of countries to really conmply with

m ni mum si ze.
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We have a little bit higher |adder or
bar than other countries, but it would be
inconsistent -- and | think in denn's term nol ogy
it would underm ne our credibility -- if on one hand
we're telling them-- you know, you're doing this --
this is wong, you know, we really need to reduce --
you know, you have to increase your conpliance with
m ni mum si ze, reduce the juvenile nortality, and
then to ask for an increase on ours.

VWat we're | ooking for and what the
bl uefin tuna speci es working group asked for was
sonet hing that would essentially be resource
neutral. It would have the sane effect of long-term
nortality, but it would just redistribute the size
classes into those that are available to nore
recreational anglers.

JOSEPH MCBRI DE:  Yeah, John, not to
disagree, 1'll just throwit out again for whatever
it's worth. The 27 inches that we utilize here for
the angling category, you could very well say we'l|
go with 27 inches, and you should go with 27 inches
if we're going wwth 27 inches. | nean, if that's a
valid reason to have a 27-inch fish is sonme sort of

conservation of the stock, rather than sone interna
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politics within the United States which I m ght not
know about. But if that's a conservation issue for
us, it certainly should be a conservation issue for
them and going to a 12 to 14 pound fish froma 3.7
pound fish is quite a bit of a junp, | nean, quite a
bit of a giveaway fromus to give them and not ask
themto conme up -- | don't want to beat it to death
You get the nessage, what |'m saying here.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Jim
Donofri o.

JAMES DONCFRI O Thank you, M.
Chairman. | was hoping that the 250 fish dea
wasn't going to be brought up, but I"'mgoing to tel
you | objected to it back then, | object to it now
| think it was a bad deal for the U S

| want sonebody fromour -- and
A enn, I'mnot blam ng you guys, you negoti ated what
was asked for -- and | want sonmeone from our
comunity to explain to ne what we gai ned -- what we
gai ned, the recreationals -- by boxing us and
cappi ng us at 250 fish.

And of course the longliners, that's
not landings, it's only nortality, no cap on that,

no reduction. Tell nme where the gain is here. Wat
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have we gai ned by boxing us into 250 fish? | want
to know this. Because | can tell you it did not
have a consensus on this.

UNI DENTI FI ED: To that point, the
deci sion made at | CCAT was a U. S. decision by the
entire U S. delegation with the interest of each
community represented on the del egati on. \Whet her
each and every interest group back honme agreed with
every point, that's probably not the case on any
i ssue that's ever agreed to, because it's
i npossi ble. The del egation represents the U S.

i nterest.

Specific to the point, the 250 fish,
as Chris and John have described, cane fromthe
nunbers reported fromthe angling community over the
years. The nunbers were based on catch reports,

which were primarily fromtournaments, from sone of

the surveys. | think it's a good exanple of when
anglers are asked to report -- sone -- and the Qulf
of Mexico, I'll use as an exanple as Mau does, have

readily reported and reported conprehensively over
the years. Those nunbers were incl uded.
| f angl ers over the years had not

reported, then unfortunately there perhaps -- the
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250 being an average of five years m ght be | ower
t han what sone think had been caught.

So, the point I'mtrying to make
there is that reporting certainly can benefit us.
VWhat was the benefit to the U S. recreational
community? It was and still remains that it
provi ded the | everage to our conm ssioners to
negotiate with other countries who do not have a
single sport fishing voice on their del egati ons and
could give a rip about these fisheries that are so
inportant to us, both froma fishing standpoint and
froman industry standpoint.

It gave our conm ssioners the
| everage to turn to other countries and say this is
an inportant neasure for us, we in the comerci al
i ndustry they were saying, have already given up al
| andi ngs of the fish by US. lawrequiring that, we
will look at the average nunber of fish that are
taken by our comrunity and we're asking these
countries to reduce their longline | andi ngs of these
fish that are so inportant.

Wth that, a lot of armtw sting,
gi ving away swordfish, doing sonme good ol d-fashi oned

Yankee trading, we were able to get those other
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countries to agree to reducing their |andings so
that the |landings of white marlin would be 67
percent |ess than what they had been, and the blue
marlin would be 50 percent.

Now, Jim none of us in the comunity
want to give up any nore. Certainly we've led the
conservation effort in the offshore fishery. And
we're very proud of that and we'll call continue it.
However, the nunber selected was an average based on
angler reported data and it also provided a slight
buffer so that it was putting in place the status
quo.

Now, | like to believe that the
billfishing community has continued to be a very
reput able community, that we've reported our
nunbers, and if we went out and counted every fish
wi th body tags or any other neasure, we still are
not going to exceed the 250 fish. You know?

And so what we got is a reduction in
the international |andings by |ongline boats of
t hose species that are so inportant to us, and it
m ght prove -- now, while | agree with G enn, no
matter what we do this year at | CCAT, it's not going

to save -- you know, us on the ESA issue. However,
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if we can win sone |egal argunents on the ESA issue
and buy sone tine, we mght be able to get | CCAT,
based on the next stock assessnent and the data that
cones fromthe neasures that were inplenented in
2001 -- we mght be able to have sone additiona
| everage, maybe with sone nore good ol d Yankee horse
tradi ng on bigeye or other species that are
inportant, to go back and at this year's | CCAT
nmeeting get an additional percent reduction on top
of the 67 percent for white marlin.

And goodness, you know, nmaybe then
we'll have sonething Iike an 87 percent reduction in
| andi ngs and maybe that will forestall, you know,
ESA. Admttedly, we've got sone | egal naneuvers to
do first to try to keep the listing fromgoing in
pl ace in Septenber 4th of '03, but we have to do
what ever we can to get these other countries to cone
on board.

Now, | think as an angling community
we have an obligation internationally to try to get
sport fishing fleets, manufacturers, charters,
tourist industry in other countries who benefit from
the U.S. dollar and the dollar fromother anglers

wor |l dwi de comng into their countries and spendi ng
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money. W have to do a better job and the State
Departnent has expressed interest in this, as well,
into getting those countries to realize they need to
i nclude on their del egations angling interests.

We go over there and we talk to deaf
ears often because they only have governnent and
commercial interests. | nean, it's a paradi gmthat
has to be changed. 1It's a pounds on deck and we in
the recreational community have to do nore to change
t he conposition of those del egations so that we
aren't having to put just nunbers on the table that
will keep us at our status quo. Hopefully, they'l
reduce the longline bycatch nortality, the fish wll
recover, and we can actually increase the nunbers.

| f there are any other questions to
that point, I'll be happy to address them

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: |
think we need to nove on. Again, this wasn't
intended to be a repeat of the | CCAT neeting that we
had just one nonth ago here in Silver Spring. And
there will be a lot nore material to be presented as
we get feedback from sone of the intercessionals and
t he assessnents that are ongoing this sumer, and

John will plan on sone regional neetings with
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respect to ICCAT in the fall, prior to the SCRS

nmeeting and the fall | CCAT neeti ng.

HVE OBSERVER | SSUES - Conti nued

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Let's
just revisit real quickly any of the unasked
guestions with respect to the observer program Let
me see. Let me resurrect that list. GCkay. | had
| rby Basco, Shana Beenmer, Henry Ansley and Jim
Donofrio. And Nelson. W called on you and we cut
you off. And you renenbered, didn't you? So, let's
go to Nelson first off then.

NELSON BEI DEMAN: Li ke an el ephant.
Well, what | wanted to bring up -- | know a | ot of
you may not want to hear, but for years and years
and years and years |'ve been in so many very
serious discussions that end up with -- that it's a
critical thing that we have better reporting and
monitoring in the recreational sector. For years
this debate has raged, and nothi ng happens.

For two years, we debated neasures in
the HVS FMP. Measures were agreed upon, placed into
the FMP. Those neasures were even touted by the

agency as what a progressive step forward. W have
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| CCAT mandates for sonme of those neasures that we've
ignored for over five years.

Now, three years after the FMP, 1'd
i ke to know what's happened with the voluntary
| ogbook program what's happened with -- nore
specific to this topic, the voluntary observer
program

| also note that the shark --
directed shark fishery went froma voluntary program
to a mandatory program automatically, automatically,
because there were sone problens in getting the
observers on those boats.

We have a mandate from | CCAT for five
percent of the vessels targeting bigeye tuna and
yellowfin tuna, not for pelagic |onglines, but the
vessel s targeting bigeye and yellowfin tuna and
where are we on that mandate? How many charter head
boats have been observed according to the final FMP?
And what is being done to indeed inprove what we've
tal ked about for so nmany years, the recreational
reporting and nonitoring?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: W
w Il be speaking to the | ogbook issue later on in

the program So, just to finish up observers, we
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have had offers. Again in the proposed rule to
i npl enent the FMP we had consi dered nmandatory
observer coverage on all HVS vessels. G ven sone of
t he concerns expressed for private recreational
vessel s and charter boat situations, we opted in the
final rule to make that a voluntary program

We have had vol unt eers.

Unfortunately, we haven't had the resources to

i npl enment an observer programthat would require
devel opnment of a training protocol, observer |og
sheets, data recording fornms and placenent.

Al t hough, as Vicky nmentioned, that has been one of
the priorities for the new noneys under the Atlantic
coastal observers spending plan and that that would
be hopefully taken up in the comng year with
respect to observers inplenented sort of as an
extension of the Marine Recreational Fishing
Statistics Survey.

Currently there is a dockside
encounter, what they call an intercept, but the idea
woul d be to train those sane individuals to
basically do that sone activity in real tine while
fishing activity is occurring.

W have done that to sone extent with
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respect to directed bluefin trips and yellowfin
trips on head boats in the Md-Atlantic region,
where we actually through the contractor for the
| arge pel agi c survey have placed an interviewer on
board the head boats that are doing those Hudson
Canyon trips or sonme of those nearshore bluefin
trips in the fall

So, we have done sone things.

Qbvi ously not enough, and we've got nore to do. But
| think as Jill had nentioned yesterday, and I
believe David WIlnot this norning, with respect to
observer noneys, maybe we need to do a better job of
working with the panel on prioritizing, know ng that
we don't have enough resources to inplenent all the
data collection prograns, all the nonitoring
prograns, that everybody woul d desire.

We have to start prioritizing what's
the next step we're going to take towards getting it
done. The resources are not unlimted. And it does
get a little bit nore conplicated with respect to
HVE with the interactions, so to speak, on the
various fleets that are involved in other fisheries.

We are certainly sensitive to

duplication, particularly with respect to | ogbooks
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and other reporting requirenents that are required
by other fishery managenent plans. And we're
struggling internally to try to get better access to
the data from sone of these other reporting systens
to see to what extent the information is already
being collected or to what extent there are gaps
that can be covered wthout starting a brand new
program so to speak. |rby Basco.

| RBY BASCO. Thank you, Chris. You
answered my question during the lunch break very
wel . Thank you.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
Shana Beener. Henry Ansley.

HENRY ANSLEY: M ne was about the MOA
with --

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wt h
CGeorgi a.

HENRY ANSLEY: -- Ceorgia to
suppl ement the observer, and al so sone of the
probl ens we had. That was it.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
Jim Donofrio, to finish up the observer issues.

JAMES DONOFRI O (I naudi bl e.)

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
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All right. Are we finished with observers then?
Okay. WIlie Etheridge.

WLLI AM ETHERI DGE: To go along with
what Nel son was saying, there's a letter in here
that was sent to all the people that have |ongline
permts that nmy boat has to conformto the Coast
Guard, has to get the sticker fromthe Coast Cuard,
that would -- if the boat doesn't conform it would
probably invol ve several days' | abor and
consi derabl e noneys to make it conform |If the
three longline boats that | own, they have a crew of
four -- they have four bunks. To build another bunk
woul d i nvol ve consi derabl e noneys.

To go -- they all are outfitted with
a four man life raft. To go to the next style or
the next size life raft would involve considerable
moneys. And your answer that -- HVS Division's
answer for not being able to increase the observer
coverage on the recreational fishing industry --
charter boat industry is that you don't have the
nmoney to do it, and I do not want to cause any harm
to my friends in the charter boat industry or the
head boat industry, but you can take and single out

nmy industry and nake nme spend -- for three boats
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we're tal king probably 10 or 20,000 or $30, 000, and
if I do not have this noney then | have no choice
but to tie this boat to the dock

And | know that the 100 or 120 boats
that are fishing -- that are actually fishing and
trying to make a living doing it, there's a |ot of
themthat just are not going to be able to do that.

You know, | remenber -- | had a
school teacher that told nme through life |I would find
out that nothing's fair. And I'mnot really trying
to ook for something that's fair, but maybe not to
t ake everybody's tine up here, but on a break or
sonet hing you could give ne five or ten m nutes and
explain to ne how you could just -- you know, just
keep putting these hardshi ps on one sector of the
fishery and telling us that you can't do it to the
ot her sector of the fishery, when the whol e thing
was supposed to be based on the fish. You know, 1'd
just appreciate it if you could take that tine.
Thank you.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
VWl |, perhaps you and | can talk a bit during the
break, but certainly there are a ot of factors with

respect to prioritization of noney spent on observer
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prograns, whether it's the turtle situation, marine
manmmal situation, a finfish bycatch situation, and
often noney is earmarked for dealing with particul ar
probl ens and that does take a priority. Sonetines
it's nore the discretion of the agency. So, we'll
tal k some nore about it.

| know t hat sonme accommodati ons have
been made with respect to bunks in certain
situations in the longline fishery, and I know t hat
the folks in the National Observer Program are
trying to deal with the life raft issue, as well.
Whet her they can sort of pre-position a two-person
life raft for deploynent aboard the vessel at the
necessary tinme. There's sone |ogistical issues
there, but I'mtrying to say that the agency is not
insensitive to the expense and trying to do what we
can do to accommpdate that issue. Joe MBride.

JOSEPH MCBRI DE: (I naudi bl e.)

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Can
you get the m ke?

JOSEPH MCBRI DE:  For about the | ast
five years Nel son brought up a valid point and |
agree with him 100 percent. |'mnot going to ask

you to do sonething | don't have to do insofar as |
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as a charter boat captain, |I'ma comrerci al

fi shermen maki ng noney off the resource. And I

vol unteered when | fished tuna on day trips two
nmont hs of the year for yellowfin and longfin, with

i ncidental catches of white, sonetines blue and mah
mahi .

So, there's plenty of tinme -- a tine
span for you to put an observer aboard at whatever
cost it is to get himout to Montauk and we'll be --
the Association just to support equity and fairness
W |l support the man for a day if dollars and cents
is the issue. | assune sonmewhere you have a trained
person that mght want a trip to Montauk. You know,
you seemto get them other places occasionally.

So, in any case, again, for about the
fifth straight year, I'll respond to Nelson's plea,
which I think is fair, his request is fair, and
you're nore than wel cone to get on ny boat anytine
you want. And I can formin the nonths of August
and Septenber for the fisheries you're interested
in.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Thank
you. Ckay. How about we finish up shark and then

we'll get into our bluefin discussion? W're a
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little bit still behind on the agenda. Peter and

then Jim

SHARK | SSUES - Conti nued

PETER VWEISS: | have a silly question
-- one of ny silly questions. Rusty, all these
sharks that you tal k about, which I'mvery
unfamliar with, are they all eaten? | nean, | eat

in alot of restaurants and |'ve never seen a shark

on -- you know, any kind of a shark on the nenu.
VWhat do you do with these things? | nean -- and |'m
serious. | just have no idea. There are so many

sharks and you nust sell themto sonebody. Are they
all eaten?

RUSSELL HUDSON: Yes. Basically
speaki ng, since the early '80s when the National
Mari ne Fisheries Service and the Sea G ant people
i nduced us to go ahead and utilize an underutilized
resource, sharks, we devel oped the neat narket
t hrough the w ndi xi es and publicses (phonetic) the
vari ous seafood markets, cash and carries, etcetera,
nati onw de.

And we had a very strong market going

until about '91, '92, when in the effort of putting
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t he managenent plan, certain academ a decided to
play the nethyl nmercury wench on us as if it was
swordfish and tuna again. And we |ost 50 percent of
our consuners overni ght, basically speaking, at that
point in tine.

Now t hat we have the managenent pl an
on hand, technically the records do not reflect it.
W went from30 to 40 mllion pounds probably on the
kill. That's both directed and incidental,
etcetera, down to a managed 2.8 m|llion pounds that
is allowed for the quota for the comrercial people,
and we are still selling it to the w ndixies and
publicses and the various restaurants and seaf ood
mar ket s around the nati on.

I f you want to go to ny cousin's
restaurant in Ponce Inlet, you'll find shark nuggets
have been there since 1984 when | established it
t hrough ny shrinp boat, taking a bycatch that I
catch right there.

Numer ous ot her exanples. Mako was
there for along tine. Black tip cane in as a | ow
cost alternative. Basically, the sand bar was a
white neat effort that really got started around

87, and '88, and it all still exists. These
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mar ket s exi st.

Peopl e want the shark. If it's done
right, if you bleed it correctly like Steve O wel |
did in his paper -- you know, said in his paper back
inthe early '80s, you can have a good shelf life of
several weeks, if not developing a freezer market
for these ani mal s.

But you have to bleed them basically
alive and to draw as much urea out of the neat as
possible so that it doesn't amoniate. That's one
thing that turns people off is that kind of taste.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Ckay.
JimDonofrio. Rusty, | think you had anot her
comment that was not necessarily that response. Bob
Huet er had his hand up before and then Mau C averi e.
W' re back on shark issues.

ROBERT HUETER  Thank you, M.
Chairman. | heard the termtoday fromthe
environnental community a few tines precautionary
approach, precautionary. Now, | know there's a bil
out there, Magnuson reauthorization bill, that the
enviros are chanpi oning, from Congressman Farr,
where they have a whol e section on the precautionary

approach and it's defined in that bill.
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Now, when they're referring to
precautionary here, are they -- | want to know what
their definition of precautionary. Are they
referring it in the sane sense as they want in that
bill or is there a different sense of it?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: |
presunme that's a question to others who have
definitions. | haven't really tracked the
reaut hori zation various proposals to know exactly
what the definition is there. | have obviously
foll oned sone of the | anguage in the internationa
instrunments. But if Dave Wl not can respond to his
view of the precautionary approach, as discussed in
this room please do.

DAVID WLMOT:  I'Il make it sinple.
We're not going to debate the definition. NWS has
a guideline in place that says that they currently
manage under a precautionary approach. That
definition that they have outlined in great detai
is perfectly acceptable.

| don't have to go to the U N treaty
that entered into force on Decenber 11th, | don't
have to go to the Farr bill. It is a policy of the

Nati onal Marine Fisheries Service. W need to do
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not hing nore than ask themto follow their policy.

Now, if Chris wants to go into any
detail about what they interpret it as, there are
sone differences, but it's a policy in place. And
we can all pull the nmeno out, but it's in the FM.
It states very clearly they will manage under a
precautionary approach. That's all we nean, guys.
Alittle bit of cormmon sense and caution. Hell,
woul dn't even call it precaution when things are
already in such bad shape. It's just alittle bit
of caution and comon sense is usually what | refer
to.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
Rusty.

RUSSELL HUDSON:. W th regards to the
prohi bited species issue that | brought up earlier
about wanting to de-list the animals that | had
spoke about. The dusky shark, | worked with the
Narragansett people, | took the information from
1963 through 1998 with their help and | was able to
show t hat out of nost of the duskies that had nostly
been tagged off the Md-Atlantic part of the United
States, the recaptures were 20 percent cane from

Mexi co.
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Ranon had assisted with a paper
around the early '90s, late '80s -- actually, late
'80s, that described in the Yucatan at certain tines
of year sand bar and duskies that are caught by that
fleet. And | can bring that paper if we need to.

Do we need to wait 20 sonething years
and keep throw ng 100, 000 pounds or nore away each
year and then use this bycatch issue that is now
getting into lawsuit |evel against our bottom
| ongline guys to put them out of business? If we're
going to talk precautionary, let's be precautionary
about the historical communities and their access to
t he resource, al so.

Furthernmore, with regards to the
Cari bbean reef shark, how can you wait 20 years to
go and try to do an assessnent on an aninal that's
got 2,000 pounds of reported I andings on in '99,
none reported in the years previous to that. You
can't have Jose Castro hardly tell the difference
bet ween an Atlantic sharp-nose and a Cari bbean
shar p-nose, and yet we have a man over here saying
that in the Virgin Islands and Puerto Rico they have
a dependence on that aninmal, and yet it's

prohibited. And this is just not right.
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| feel that if you really want to
work with us, we want to work with you, we want to
be environnmentally friendly, we want a sustainable
resource and we want a renewabl e resource, and that
can be shark and it has been shark.

Basically speaking, it all starts
back to the science and if you want to just keep on
hangi ng the target on our back, or if you want to
cone up with sonme nmanagenent neasures that protect
both the resource and those people that depend on
t he resource.

UNI DENTI FI ED: | think Rusty just
hel ped ne. Actually, it was this nmorning and | was
actually going to say that | thought Rusty this
nmor ni ng made a nunber of good points, and | hope
that NVFS pays attention to those. Now | still feel
the same way, but | just want to say, Rusty, that
it'"s not that there's a target on your back, it's
that we're just asking you to be held to the sane
standards that we are in terns of the information
base that -- it's a matter of real nunbers and we
hope that at the SEWthat we can sit down and | ook
at these nunbers that you're throw ng about -- your

menory's a lot better than mne is for these kinds
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of things. W need to focus on facts and on data
and not on stories and recollections.

So, that's all that we're asking for.
It's not that scientists are going after the
commercial fishernmen, in a way that's a higher
standard than the rest of us.

Having said that, the one thing that
Rusty alluded to this norning that | woul d say that
| agree with himon, | don't agree with himon the
shark attack issue, that's clear. | think that
| ooki ng at the nunber of shark attacks as a fishery
i ndependent neasure of shark abundance, which is if
you turn the thing around that's basically what's
being said here, is obviously |udicrous.

But | do agree that there's roomto
consi der that there have been sone significant
ecol ogi cal changes in the shark fauna, in the |arge
coastal fauna. And sone of those changes have ne a
little bit concerned.

For exanple, the bull shark, which
has not been targeted in our fisheries, not the
comercial fishery. And since Florida has had the
severe bag limts for ten years, it's not |anded

obviously in the recreational fishery to any great
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extent, and | am concerned that perhaps bull sharks
have been left alone for a long period of tinme and
that they may be doing fairly well. This is
strictly a scientific hunch. W're starting to
gather data to | ook at this.

But if we do have bull sharks
recovering faster than sone of these other stocks,
for whatever reason, ecologically or food or
what ever, then | am concerned that we're going to
have sone hi gher proportion of serious shark attacks
in the com ng years.

And | woul d say that those of you
fromthe southeast states, keep an eye on this.

Ri ght now we have very few of these in the United
States, but I'mwatching this.

So, Rusty, it's not that -- and the
rest of the group, it's not that the scientific
m nds are closed to new information fromthe
fishermen or to new data. It's just that we want to
hold you to the sane standard that you hold us in
terms of evaluating what's happeni ng out there.

RUSSELL HUDSON. Basically, | wasn't
trying to use the shark attack as a way or as an

alternative to designating what kind of shark
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popul ations that we have. | nade sone points as to
why the increase of both prey and predator nearshore
has gone on.

|'ve seen this bull shark argunment
and I will say it is basically bull. Because of the
reality that those animals have exi sted and have a
time -- alife history characteristic, | guess, that
doesn't make them appear overnight |ike that.

Yes, we have targeted bulls, but in
the State of Florida we're not allowed to fish in
state waters. And it's just |like the big duskies.

I f you want to find duskies and bull sharks, you
need to get into the state waters in certain areas
at certain tinmes. And you will find these animals.

But as far as the effort of working
with everybody, it's |ike George Burgess running our
observer program | have record of himnot wanting
our commercial fishery to exist. How can you enjoy
having the fox in charge of the hen house that
doesn't want the hen house there anynore? And this
is a situation |I've told George right to his face
that this isn't right. He needs to work with us,
not agai nst us.

And we are trying to work with you.
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The facts are that we have been downsi zed nearly 85
percent fromthe reality of our econom cs, and that
cones back to the fact that you can use us as an
exanple worldwide to try to figure out how to best
manage these highly mgratory animals that we share
wi th Mexico, Cuba, Canada, whatever

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Thank you. | had
three things on nmy list. Two of them were response
to Margo.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (I naudi bl e.)

UNI DENTI FIED: G enn |left, and he's
the only one that was wearing alligator shoes and
underwear today. Margo nentioned sonethi ng about
shark bycatch in the Florida west coast, which is
the East Gulf shrinp fishery, which | assune is
shrinmp trawls. And so | phoned staff at the Gulf
Counci| and not everybody was there that would know
everything about it, but the one | did get said we
are doing an anendnent, Anmendnent 10 to the Shrinp
Pl an, which basically is to extend bycatch reduction
devices use in shrinp nets east of the panhandl e of
Florida. R ght nowit's only west because we were
dealing when we did it with snapper bycatch and now

we have to deal with all kinds of bycatch because of
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t he anmendnent .

One of the things that's bycaught,
apparently, is sharks. But when you're dealing with
shrinp nets, if the shark gets into -- if a fish
gets into and out of the net, even though it's okay,
it's counted as quote, bycatch, i.e. the baby
snapper that get in the nets and get out through the
new holes we put in the nets are called bycatch,
even though they're sw mm ng away just as happy as
bef ore.

But | was told that with sharks, the
assunption is that it nust be snmaller sharks that
they' re tal king about as bycatch in the nets. And
unl ess they're so small that they can get through
the turtle exclusion device, the TED, nobst of them
are knocked out of the net unharned through the
turtl e excluder device.

So, for nedium sized sharks up to as
big around as a big turtle, which is what, 50 or
sonet hing inches, the turtle excluder device does
exclude it. But if she's tal king about sonething
about -- you know, really juvenile sharks that woul d
get through the bars and the turtle excluder device,

we need to address that as | understand, even though
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it's a-- it's one of your fish and not one of the
Council fish, wouldn't we still have to address that
as bycatch under the Act is what | was asking.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Yes,
and what Margo had referred to was that the
information -- available information on shark
bycatch in that fishery would be included in the
stock assessnent.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Okay. Well, | asked
staff to get in touch with George Burgess and get
what he's got if we don't already have it. W may
al ready have it.

The other thing is sharks on display
in aquariunms around the Gulf of Mexico. |If a
shark's on display, is there a permt that's a
federal permt that's required? What's she talking
about ?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: |t was
a permt to collect sharks fromfederal waters for
t he purposes of public display. |If you recall, in
the FMP we apportioned a part of the commerci al
shark quota for that --

UNI DENTI FI ED:  That's the answer |

need to give nmy comment. | checked with nmy aquarium
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contact and there are three nmjor aquariuns and sone
other smaller aquariuns in the Qulf area, in the
states bordering on the Gulf, so to speak, and there
are sharks on displ ay.

And | can think of three of them
There's one -- where, Randy, in San Antoni 0?

There's one in Texas. | think it's San Antoni o.
There's one in New Oleans. And there's one in
Tanpa. Then there are sone other ones. There's a
small one | know of in Orange Beach. And | think
they have sharks. 1've been there and | ooked at it.
| just don't renenber what all was init.

But anyhow, | talked to one of those
aquariuns, ny contact, and those sharks that are in
there were taken with the permts, be they state or
federal, whatever they were, but nost of themwere
taken on the east coast of Florida and on up. So,
you woul dn't know that it's going to be displayed --
or you do know or something that it's going to be
displayed in the Gulf Coast area. So, that's the
answer to Margo's question, if you can relay to her.

And the other thing is aren't we in
the process of review ng the shark science, or has

t hat been done?
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MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: That's
t he shark eval uati on workshop that is planned for
hopefully sonetine in June, the end of June, and we
will get the hard quota dates as soon as avail abl e
out to the panel nenbers.

UNI DENTI FIED: Al right. Wen -- |
think it was '87 or '88 -- no, it mght have been
|ater than that. It was near the end of the |ast
century, put it that way, and the Council Chairman
asked nme as Chairman of the Highly Mgratory
Commttee to attend a science commttee neeting in
Tanpa. And | don't usually do that, because | think
the scientists ought to be left alone to nake their
sausage like they're going to make it w thout
managers breat hing down their throats.

But anyhow, so | went and it was
about sharks. It was a shark -- the Gulf Counci
Shark Scientific Commttee and they had a bunch of
scientists there. Rusty was there. And | was
absol utely fl abbergasted because two of the
scientists there -- there had been this other
assessnment nmade and many of the scientists who were
here were in on the making of that assessnment. And

what | |earned was that the data that was input into
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t he assessnent shoul d not have been used for that
purpose. And the scientists who participated in the
assessnent said, when they were at the assessnent,
they were asked to take certain information and run
it a certain way on their conputer under a certain
program or whatever they do, and there was no
di scussion or input on whether that data shoul d be
used. It was just use it and conme up with an
answer. And that's what they had done.

And there was a | ot of argunent about
whet her or not the data was or was not suitable for
the use to which it had been put in this assessnent,
and the answer was |'mthe guy who gat hered that
data, | know why that data was gathered, the purpose
that it was used for, it was not this, and it was
not intended to be used in this fashion. And
therefore it's suspect.

And so | hope when you review all
this that you al so go back to the data source and
review its purpose and whether or not it's
appropriate to be used in the way in which it was
used. Have | said that right, Rusty? Ckay.

| was fl abbergasted at that, that

t hose guys sat there and didn't say whoa,
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shoul dn't be doing this. They said we were told to
do it and not conplain, basically.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)

UNI DENTI FI ED: Sonmething. It was a
hot neeting. It was a hot neeting. It was the only
one |'ve been to, so | don't knowif that's typica
or not, but it got pretty exciting. So, | hope that
that's acconplished and everybody knows that it was
acconplished, or else you' re still going to get
conpl ai ni ng.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
for those who were follow ng the peer review of the
' 98 stock assessnent and we did post them-- the
peer reviews on our Wb site, that was one of the
comments on the part of the peer reviews, the
appropri ateness of the data series used and the
appropri ateness of the nodels that were used, given
the nature of the data. And the fol ks convening the
upcom ng assessnent are very keen on addressing
t hose comments of those peer reviewers. |In fact,
they are working on that now as sort of preparation
for the assessnment, to nmake sure that the concerns
expressed by those peer reviewers are net at this

upcom ng assessnent.
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UNI DENTI FI ED: Since this was a Gulf
Council situation and not a big NMFS situation, it
m ght not -- | don't know if there's a report of
this within your peer review systemor not, with
this occurrence, but | know it was pretty hot about
the use of that data.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
One final coment by Ranon. And then G en Hopkins.
How is that? And then we'll call the question on
sharks and get on with bluefin tuna.

RAMON BONFI L: Thanks, Chris. Just
in answer to Rusty's coment, yes, | did prepare a
review of the tagging data fromthe people in

Nar ragansett, which is included in that paper that

you nentioned, Rusty. Unfortunately, | don't have
the nunbers here. | didn't cone with all ny -- the
papers | have witten. | doubt recalling what
you're citing as 20 percent. | mght be wong.

That's not the point. The point | was trying to
make, and | will try to rephrase it now, black tips,
which is the species we were tal king about, haven't
shown to nmove fromU. S. waters into Mexico. \Wat |
was saying is we have to | ook carefully at those

data. It is nowhere near 20 percent recapture for
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black tips. You're citing duskies. | was talking
bl ack tips. The nunbers don't really matter.

VWhat |'mtrying to say is that we
have to | ook at the whole picture. And when you're
only tagging sharks in U S. waters, you're certainly
going to recover a fewin Mexican waters. W have
to tag all those in Mexican waters, see they're
going to U.S. waters and what is the exchange rate
between the two countries. That's what | was trying
to say.

The other thing that you m squoted
me, | never said that we have to wait 21 years to
expl ore Cari bbean sharp-nosed sharks. Wen | called
21 years, | was tal king about dusky sharks, and
you're mxing it with Cari bbean sharp-nosed sharKks.

What | said about Caribbean sharp-
nosed sharks is the first thing we have to do if we
want to explore that resource is get a good
i ndi cation of what is the abundance and what is the
maxi mum sust ai nabl e yield. That could be done in
one years or two years, dependi ng how nuch noney you
put into research for the other species.

So, don't msquote ne. | never said

we have to wait 21 years to start exploring
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Cari bbean reef sharks. And | never said that the
rate of exchange between duskies is the sane as the
rate of exchange between black tip sharks. That's
all I wanted to clarify.

GLEN HOPKINS: (I naudible) -- smal
set-aside for the dusky sharks. | feel like you're
going to get better information. 1'm not saying
open it back up widely to dusky sharks, but for
t hose that we encounter, | think there should be a
smal | set-aside so that information can be known and
if we got dead neat reported, it's good nunbers.
That's all.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
Just to reiterate, the issue of prohibited species
and what species belong on that list will be
addressed at the Shark Eval uati on Wr kshop.

JOHN GRAVES: Chris, could | nmake
just a quick announcenent, that |'ve put about 20
sonme copies of the blue shark paper that | referred
to earlier today out on the table here.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
So, there's about 20 copies and about 30 people, so
you better get off quickly to the table. | don't

know i f there are any of the observer program
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refrigerator magnets left, either. Ten second
clarification.

RUSSELL HUDSON: Ranon, | wasn't
referring to any tagging information that you had
given. You had hel ped do an outline of what the
fishery was like for the Md-Atlantic Council's
effort back in '89 that was quoted on the duskies
and the sand bars being there in the Yucatan.

But with regards to the tagging
recapture, that was stuff | worked out through Nancy
Kohl er and Lisa Natenson and the APEX people, and |
took '63 through '98 and of the recaptures of
duski es, 20 percent of themwere recaptured and
returned by Mexico. And I'msorry about sort of
i ncludi ng the thought of the 20 sonething years from
dusky when you faded right into Caribbean, but I
know t hat Cari bbean doesn't take that |ong to grow

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
Thank you, all. Let's stick to the agenda for once
and have a break at 3 o'clock here. How about we
cut it down to 15 m nutes fromthe schedul ed 20
m nutes, and get right on into bluefin.

[ BREAK. |
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MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:. Al
right. W're alittle bit behind in our agenda. W
were supposed to start on bluefin tuna at 1:30. Here
it is comng on 3:30. W had several issues. But
before we junp into bluefin tuna, while you're stil
enj oyi ng your sodas and cookies, just one issue of
clarification.

A question had cone up on the
observer with respect to enforcenent of certain
Coast Quard regul ati ons, and Dave Hoover is our
Coast CGuard liaison for enforcenent and he just
wanted to clarify that one issue real quick

DAVE HOOVER: (Good afternoon. For
the folks I haven't net yet, |I'mthe Coast Guard
Iiaison at the Enforcement O fice here in Silver
Springs for NWVFS.

And there was a question on the break
that was floated regardi ng observers on charter
boats and if you enbark an observer does the -- in
terms of the six pack charter boat, will the
observer be counted towards one of the six
passengers for hire, and | just confirnmed that with
our headquarters staff, who is in charge of those

matters, and the observer would be just |ike -- be
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counted towards -- simlar to a crew nenber, but it
woul d not be one of the passengers for hire. So,
enbar ki ng them you're not going to | ose one of your
six. So, for those who that's an issue, | just
wanted to put that out as a clarification.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: To
t hat point, Mau?

MAUMUS CLAVERI E: Yeah, does that
apply also for larger capacity vessels than the six
pack?

DAVE HOOVER: Yes, (inaudible).

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Ckay.
So when | show up at the dock for all those charter
boat and head boat operators, you don't have to kick

of f one of your paying passengers to enbark ne.

BLUEFI N TUNA | SSUES

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Ckay.
Bluefin tuna. | have several issues that we wanted
to discuss and | have a couple of presentations.
One of the issues that had al ready been nenti oned
earlier during this nmeeting was a di scussion we had
at last year's neeting with respect to incidental

catch of bluefin tuna by the longline fleet.
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For those new nenbers or those not
famliar wth the issue, back in 1981, when | CCAT
first inplenmented or recommended its scientific
nmoni toring quota, folks at the Southeast Fisheries
Sci ence Center canme up with a scientific nonitoring
pl an that basically allocated the bluefin tuna
avai l abl e for capture under the scientific
nmonitoring programby U S. vessels to the various
fishing categories that had been participating in
the fishery up to that point in tinme throughout the
'60s and ' 70s.

And given the fact that at that tine
there was no directed longline fishery for bluefin
tuna, the scientific nonitoring plan envisioned that
there woul d be sone quota reserved to cover
i ncidental catch by longline vessels, obviously
targeting yellowfin, bigeye and swordfish

Over the years, throughout the '80s
and '90s, there have been several revisions to those
regul ations to allow bluefin tuna to be | anded by
| ongline vessel s consistent wwth an incidental catch
managenent phil osophy. And that has not been an
exact science by any neans, trying to nanage a

bycatch fishery to a strict quota. And there have
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been a lot of issues with respect to continuing of
dead discards by the longline fleet. |In fact, that
was incorporated into the 1998 | CCAT recommended
bl uefin tuna rebuilding plan.

So, clearly there is an incentive,
not only an incentive, but a requirenent under
Magnuson as well as consistent with the | CCAT
rebuil ding plan for bluefin tuna to reduce dead
di scards and to afford the pelagic |longline fishery
the ability to land the quota that has been
all ocated to that sector for the purpose of
i ncidental catch, which has been on the order of
about 120 netric tons in recent years.

G ven the discussion at |ast year's
Advi sory Panel neeting, we have been working on
several anal yses of tweaking the system so to
speak, trying to achieve that bal ance point between
not exceedi ng the quota and reduci ng dead di scards
si mul t aneousl y.

Certainly if we pulled the
restrictive neasures off on target catch
requi renents, we could certainly land the quot a.
That woul d be easy to do. But then once it's cl osed

you woul d just be having increased discards at the
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tail end of the fishing season.

So, it is a balance point that we
were trying to achieve. W have done sone anal yses.
| had actually hoped prior to this point intine to
have actually issued a proposed rule on the subject.
It should be com ng shortly.

But we have conpl eted the anal yses
and we thought we'd present themas a previewto
what will be com ng out shortly with respect to the
data that we use and the anal ytical nethods that we
used, and you can see what our thinking was in
trying to deal with this issue.

So, Pat Cheeta from our d oucester
of fice has worked | ong and hard on these anal yses
and al ways quick to address ny comments and concerns
and the new alternatives | would present to him
after | ooking at what he's done. So, he's going to
take it away.

VWat we'll do is we'll do this
presentation and then we'll discuss this issue
before we get onto other bluefin tuna issues. So,
we'll just sort of finish up with this topic.

PAT CHEETA: Thanks, Chris. There

was a -- sone handouts that were on the back table.
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| don't know if everyone got them | have sone
addi tional copies here. W could pass them around
both ways here. They're just overheads of what |I'm
going to go through

Ckay. There's going to be -- I'm
going to try and -- | nean, Chris went through very
briefly some of the regulatory history and |'|
touch on that a little bit as well as on sone of the
current regul ations, present sonme bluefin discard
and | andings data fromthe pelagic |longline fishery,
and we' Il go over sonme of the recent anal yses that
we' ve done for the upcom ng proposed rule.

Okay. Here are the current target
catch requirenents in the northern area, north of 34
degrees, which is in southern North Carolina, around
Cape Fear. The bluefin | anded could not exceed two
percent by weight of all the other fish |anded. So,
for exanple, if a vessel has a 200 pound bluefin on
board, it has to have 10,000 pounds of other catch
on board in order to land that bluefin.

In the southern area, which includes
the Gulf of Mexico, it's not based on a percentage.
It's one bluefin per vessel per trip, and it's 3500

pounds for My through Decenber of other fish
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| anded, and in January through April it's 1500 pound
target catch requirenent. So, those are the current
regul ations for bluefin retention by Iongline
vessel s.

And we al so have an area in the M d-
Atlantic that's closed during the nmonth of June to
pelagic longlining, to mnimze bluefin discards,
and that's been in place since the HMSs FMP in 1999.

Sonme of the regulatory history that
Chris touched on, basically the target catch
requirenents in the north have not changed nuch
since over the last 20 years. The target catch
requirenents in the south haven't been addressed
since '94, where we nodified themslightly and |
believe noved the line a little bit.

There has been an | CCAT ban on
directed bluefin fishing in the Gulf of Mexico since
1982. And we've had continued | CCAT recommendati ons
to mnimze dead discards of bluefin tuna.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)

PAT CHEETA: Fromtwo fish to one?
That m ght have even been before that, but there
have been nore changes in the southern area than in

the northern area.
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The objectives of current and past
regul ati ons have been to inplenment the | CCAT
recommendation on bluefin fishing in the Gulf of
Mexi co and as Chris touched on, to prevent a bluefin
| ongline fishery from devel opi ng and to i npl enent
t he | CCAT recommendations to m nimze dead di scards.

This is a table with some recent
bl uefin | andi ngs and dead di scard estimates by area,
in metric tons, and we have the netric tons and then
t he nunbers of fish in parentheses. One thing
that's of note here, we'll discuss for alittle bit,
is how the discards have been |ower in the northwest
Atlantic in recent years, in '99 and 2000, conpared
to '98 and '97. And again, these are from | ogbook
tallies. So, just reported on | ogbooks by the
vessel s thensel ves. They've been |lower in the
Nort hwest Atlantic but in 2000, we see a -- even in
99 we see an increase in the Gulf of Mexico in
di scards and then again in 2000 for a total of 67
metric tons of dead discards for U S in 2000.

W al so see in '99 and 2000 an
increase in landings in the Gulf of Mexico conpared
with the previous two years, and we see that that

nunber has gone down again in 2001, at |east the
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| andi ngs nunber. W don't have the | ogbook tallies
for dead discards for 2001 as of yet. So, |I'm not
sure what they're going to reflect, but ny guess is
that with the | ower |andings you'll see | ower
di scards there, although that's not from | ooking at
any of the data nyself.

Mau asked if we have tallies of live
di scards, as well, and they do. In the | ogbook, you
know, they report bluefin kept, bluefin retained,
bl uefin discarded. And | don't have those figures
right in front of me now, but -- generally, the
total nunber | think in 2000 was about 1,000 bl uefin
retai ned or caught total.

So, after you subtract out those that
have been | anded, those that have been discarded
dead, and you have the renmi nder that have been
di scarded alive. Slightly less than 1,000. | think
maybe 900. 1 n 2000.

Goi ng onto the next slide, sonme of
the goals of revising target catch requirenments, any
change to the regul ati ons we need to bal ance, as
Chris said, the requirenents to mnim ze dead
discards. W like to mnimze any negative inpacts

to the target fishery and the fishery participants.
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W want to avoid creating an incentive to target
bluefin, if we allow nore bluefin to be retained.

We do not want to create an incentive to target
bluefin. And we would |ike to have the regul ations
consistent wth effective enforcenent. Next slide.

Sone consequences, again, and if we
all ow sone additional bluefin to be retained, you
know, if all things stay the sane we have a matching
decrease in discards. But at the sane tine, you can
add sone incentive to create sone nore -- sone
additional effort on bluefin by |longlines, so which
could also result in additional discards. So, you
have -- there's a bit of a balancing act that we
have to try to achieve.

And changi ng sone of the target catch
requi renents, especially with regards to the
percentage in the northern area could allow for nore
effective enforcenent.

We di scussed this, as Chris
mentioned, at the 2001 AP neeting. There was
general support of the Fisheries Service continuing
its anal yses and pursuing the issuance of a proposed
rule. W discussed various alternatives in terns of

keeping the bluefin that can be retained, in terns
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of a percentage. W tal ked about nmaking it -- a
nunber of bluefin, simlar to howit is in the south
coastwi de. W tal ked about noving the dividing line
at 34 degrees currently.

And sone ot her conclusions or points
that came out of the discussion, once again, any
adj ust rent nust achi eve bal ance. And again, we want
to allow retention of incidentally caught fish while
preventing a directed fishery and reduci ng di scards.

One of the things were heard at the
nmeeting was that a retention limt in terns of
nunber of fish is easier to enforce than a
percentage as we have in the north, and in
di scussing noving the north/south [ine, the division
line, if it's noved, it was generally thought that
it should be noved south, not north.

Sone of the options that we've been
| ooki ng at, obviously you' re conparing everything to
the status quo. W could adjust the target catch
requi renents just in the north, while maintaining
the current situation and the seasonal variation in
the south. W could inplenent sonething coastw de.
We coul d obviously adjust the target catch

requi renents in the south. W could nove the south.
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So, there's a nunber of different
alternatives that all are integrated. So, when you
start to pile themonto one another, it creates a
l[ittle bit of a confusing matrix, which we'll get to
inalittle bit.

Sone of the anal yses that we've done
in preparation for this proposed rule, we've updated
| andi ngs data that we've been using, |andings and
catch data conme fromthe deal er wei ghout and vesse
| ogbooks. And we've used '98 to 2000 data. And we
have observer data from'98 to 2000, as well.

Again, the goal in these analyses to
estimate the inpacts on bluefin discards and
| andi ngs resulting fromany changes in the target
catch requirenents.

Here's a graph show ng sonme recent
I ongline | andings data, and this is simlar to what
we showed | ast year. This incorporates sone nore
recent data. Let ne see how best to explain this.

It could be a little confusing.

We have the average trips, so this is
total |andings other than bluefin tuna, and those
are the red bars in the screen. So, say for the

northern area, year-round, we have in different tine
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periods in the north, different tinme periods in the
south, as well as year-round. Year-round in the
north, the average | andings per trip is about 6700
pounds.

Now, the nedian, meaning that half
the trips land nore than that and half the trips
land less, is nore |like 3800 pounds. And this is
year-round in the north. And then the 75th

percentile, and we've used that to nean that 75

percent of the trips land at least this nuch. In
the northern area year-round is -- let ne see if |
can get -- here, at about again 1700 pounds per

trip. So, 75 percent of the trips are |anding at
| east that nuch.

And then for the south we have
simlar average |levels, nedian, and 75th percentile
figures presented for the January through April, My
t hrough Decenber, and then year-round.

The yellow triangl es that we have
show sim |l ar data points for when -- for '91 through
1994 data. And | put those on there because one of
the things that we've -- that seens to be different
in the landings is that in '91 through '94 there was

much nmore of a seasonal variation in the southern
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area, where January through April you had a nedi an

| evel of about 1500 pounds per trip, and May through
Decenber, what's that, about 3500 pounds per trip.
And now we see that they're nmuch closer. There
doesn't seemto be as much seasonality in the

sout hern ar ea.

Anot her thing that we could -- is
| ooki ng at the year-round nunbers for the north and
t he year-round nunbers for the south, they're not --
at least for the nedian trip level landings, they're
not too different. For the nedian and the 75th
percentile levels, the year-round in the north and
year-round in the south are not very different.

So, we can keep that in mnd as we go
forward. And again, 1'll take questions on sone of
t hese charts as we -- when |I'mdone with the
presentati on.

Some observer data from covering '98
t hrough 2000 of pelagic longline trips that have
been observed. And this shows the nunber of bluefin
caught on observed trips, and there's four -- this
is four trips that -- on which bluefin were actually
caught. So, on observed trips, where they caught a

bl uefin, 32 percent of the tine they caught only
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one. 25 percent of the tinme two bluefin were
caught. Ten percent of the tinme three bluefin were
caught.

So, for -- we have about -- | think
it's 57 or it's close to 58 percent of the trips in
whi ch bl uefin were caught that were observed, two or
| ess bluefin were caught. And this is just caught.
They coul d have been let go or kept. It's not
whet her they were discarded dead or not. This is
j ust caught.

Now, for -- if you |l ook at overal
observed pelagic longline trips, on about 90 percent
of the trips two or less bluefin were caught. So,
on the vast majority of pelagic longline trips that
wer e observed, two or |ess bluefin were caught.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (I naudi bl e.)

PAT CHEETA: Right. And because
these are on trips where bluefin were caught, not
total observed pelagic longline trips. | should
have had that in the title there.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  So,
the 90 percent figure wouldn't include those trips
in which no bluefin were encountered.

PAT CHEETA: Ckay. Now, in sone of
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t he anal yses that we've done -- can | wal k t hrough
sone of the nethods that we used. And again,

i magi ne there'll be some questions, but it's
relatively sinple, conceptually, what we tried to
do. We tried to -- we took the nunber of trips,
pelagic longline trips, and we get this from-- you
know, from our wei ghout | ogbook data. And we

mul tiply that by the percentage of trips that
interact with bluefin. And we took that fromthe
observer data. So -- and |I'll go through an
exanpl e.

And frommultiplying that, fromthe
nunber of trips tines the percentage, you can get an
estimation of the nunmber of bluefin caught. Then
you can -- we've nultiplied that by a percentage of
the trips that could actually retain a bluefin,
based on our regulations. And you multiply that,
and again, that's from wei ghout and | ogbook data and
you get a nunber of trips that actually could retain
bl uefin.

Now, we'll wal k through an exanpl e
here, so you'll see it alittle bit better. This is
an exanpl e using status quo regulations in the

northern area. And this is including |andings from
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North Carolina north.

Aver age nunber of trips, over in the
northern area per year, has been about 650. You
multiply that by the percentage of trips that caught
one bluefin in -- that caught one bluefin through
observer data, 20 percent. And that conmes to 132
bl uefin caught.

Now, you need to know how many of
those were actually -- could be |anded. Now, in the
northern area, in order to keep one bluefin tuna as
we discussed with the two percent limt, we used an
estimate that the vessel would have to have | anded
10, 000 pounds on that trip.

So, we took the weighout data and
| ooked and saw how many trips | anded 10, 000 pounds
or nore. And that's 20 percent of those trips in
the northern area | anded 10, 000 pounds or nore. So,
655 times 32, tines 20.2 percent, tinmes 20 percent,
and you get 26 trips in the northern area that could
| and one bluefin. Now, in the northern area --

UNI DENTI FI ED:  That wei ghed 200
pounds.

PAT CHEETA: That wei ghed 200 pounds.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Do you have a figure
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on the average bluefin that was | anded? It's
certainly way higher than 200 pounds.

PAT CHEETA: Yeah, we have that,
because when we -- let nme just get through a little
bit. There's lots of variables in here and we'll
talk through thema little bit. So, again, this was
26 -- 26 trips that could retain a bluefin, that was
200 pounds.

Now, in the northern area we have the
regulation that is just a percentage. It's not --
if the trip was big enough and it had 20, 000 pounds,
it could land let's say two fish. 30,000 pounds
could land three fish. FEtcetera.

So, you have to go through this
iteration again for using information fromthe
observer data on how many trips |anded or catch two
bluefin. And then |ooking at the weighout data to
see how many trips | anded 20, 000 pounds, to see if
they could keep a second bl uefin.

So, you go through this iteration
agai n, 655, 13.6 percent of the observed trips catch
two bluefin. That results in an additional 89
bl uefin being caught, in addition to the 132 single
fish.
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So, when you get a percentage of
trips fromthe wei ghout data that coul d keep two
bl uefin, that's 20,000 pounds we used there. 5.9
percent of the trips were that. And the nunber of
trips that could retain two bluefin in the northern
area on an annual basis if five. And that matches
up sonewhat well with what we see in the |andings
data, that -- you know, every year there's a couple
of trips that land -- that retain nultiple bluefin.

You do this another iteration and you
get another two fish and so under this -- under the
status quo, you have an estinmate of 33 bluefin that
coul d be retained.

Now, if you're going through this and
| ooking just at the bluefin that are caught, you get
the 132, 89, plus another 56, and you get 270
bluefin that are caught, and that's just nultiplying
t he nunber of trips tinmes the percentage of trips
that catch certain nunbers of bluefin. And you get
277 bluefin that are caught, mnus the 33 that can
be retained, and an estinmate of 244 discarded in the
nort hern area.

Now, this is how we approach the

various alternatives. In the southern area, for the
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status quo, you don't have this ability of vessels
to keep nultiple bluefin, but you have a seasonal
variation, so you have to do all your estimates
based on the seasons. And when you do that, you
wind up with 770 bluefin caught, 211 that could be

| anded, and 559 di scarded.

Through this estimtion, we get about
just over 1,000 bluefin | think -- | guess 770 and
what was it, 277, caught, so | think that's 1, 047,
and based on | ogbook tallies of on the average of
about 1,000 fish a year, it seens to be pretty close
to what is being reported through the | ogbooks.

Now, these are sone of the
alternatives that we | ooked at and that we anal yzed
in a manner that | just described. On top, we have
the status quo, which is actual |andings from 2000,
broken down by the north, south and then sumred for
a total.

The second row is the status quo
regul ati ons, analyzed, as | just presented, shows
the nunbers that | just had, 33 bluefin |anded in
the north, 211 in the south. |If you notice, the
sout hern nunbers match al nost exactly with what --

mat ch exactly with what we actually | anded in 2000.
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Then the next alternative is making
-- changing the northern [imts to 3500 and naki ng
it 3500 in all areas, and then retaining the
seasonal difference in the south of 1500 pounds for
January through April. The following alternative is
making it 3500 pounds for one bluefin to be
retai ned, 6,000 pounds for a second bluefin to be
retained, and -- in all areas, including the south,
and then droppi ng down to 1500 pounds to keep one
bluefin in the south during January and April.

The next two alternatives put in
simlar target catch requirenents in all areas. So,
they don't have a differentiati on between the north
and the south or any seasonality. And that's 2,000
pounds per trip to keep one; 6,000 pounds to keep
two; and then a final alternative is 1500 pounds for
one, 6,000 for the second.

And we show bl uefin | anded, bluefin
di scarded, the percent change in discards fromthe
estimated and the status quo, netric ton | anded,
metric tons | anded, percent change in actual
| andi ngs, and whether or not we'd be within our
| ongline quota, which in the northern area is again

based on percent of the overall U S. landings but is
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about 24 tons in the north, 88 tons in the south,
112 total.

And for the -- let me see. Let's go
to the 3500 for one fish in all areas, the third row
down, we see we have a -- you know, sonewhat snal
change in the anmount of fish discarded, 4.9 percent
reduction, and you get a 5.2 reduction -- increase
in the tonnage | anded. And we're within our
subquotas and overall quota. For the follow ng
alternative, where we go to 3500 and 6,000 for two
fish, we have about a 17 percent reduction in
di scards, which in turn is a 41 percent increase in
| andi ngs for where we go to 2,000 and 6,000 in al
areas, we go to about 23 and a half percent, 24
percent reduction in discards. And we start to get
alittle closer to our quota of -- the estimted
| andi ngs there are, you know, 101 tons and our quota
is 112. So, we start to get close to our overall
| ongline quota and actually go over the northern
subquota by a fewtons. And on this fina
alternative, we're getting very close to our overal
i nci dental catch quot a.

Now, |'m going to nove on and talk

about what we | ooked at next when we saw sone of
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this -- and what we're seeing. Looking at the data,
there's sone justification for noving the
north/south line. And/or adopting a consistent
coastw de regul ation. You know, one regul ation
coastwide is sinpler, easier to enforce, and what
we're seeing is that that seasonal variability in
the southern area, where we had the January through
April target catch requirenent and then the My

t hrough Decenber, is -- we're not seeing that
seasonal variability in trip size.

Now, the line -- we feel maintaining
aline is inportant for various reasons, for equity
in one sense, because the southern and northern
fisheries happen at different tines, or the fish are
interacted with at different tines. In the south,
in the Gulf of Mexico, it's nore of a winter and
spring fishery, and the rest of the year is when the
target catch happen. You know, the incidental catch
happens in the northern areas.

So, you don't want to not have a line
at all because you don't want to have all of the
i ncidental catch used up in one particular area and
then wind up with a closure before -- and have

fishernen in another area have to discard all the
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incidentally caught bluefin that they catch.

So, it's inportant to maintain a
line, simlar to how we have, let's say, in the
angling category for northern and southern areas.
And where you'd like to have a line in an area where
there's little activity, so there isn't -- so where
just where there are a |lot of vessels fishing right
near that line, so -- you know, there's confusion as
to what area they're fishing in, what quota their
| andi ng m ght get counted on. You'd rather have
that line in an area of little activity.

And this is another table show ng the
sanme alternatives, but incorporating noving the
north/south division line south to 31 degrees, which
is | believe off of Georgia -- Jekyll 1sland,
Ceorgia, | believe -- and nodi fying the subquot as
within the longline category to 30 percent for the
north and 70 percent for the south.

It basically results in a ten percent
increase -- ten netric ton increase in the northern
area quota and a ten netric ton decrease in the
sout hern area quot a.

We picked that line in Georgia

because there's very little bluefin | andings of --
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fromlongline vessels there. W have a couple of
fish each year in South Carolina. None in the
recent records in Georgia. So, it's kind of a
pretty dry area. And al so we have cl osed areas,
it"'s aline in one of our closed areas, so it's an
al ready defined line in our managenent.

And what this table has here are the
sane alternatives analyzed in the sane way, but
i ncorporating | andi ngs data, instead of broken out
North Carolina north, broken out Georgia north, and
then Fl orida south.

And if you see they result in simlar
result because it's again based on | andi ngs that
happened al ready. So, you're not going to change
those -- the landings. But for say the 2,000/6, 000,
alternative, where you have the sane target catch
requirenents in all areas, you still -- you wi nd up
catching the sanme anount of fish, the 101 netric
tons, because again you have a simlar target catch
requirenent in all areas, and you're within your
quota in the northern area, within your quota in the
sout hern area. Wen you start to get to the 1500
m nimum you're still exceeding your northern area

guota, and for all the other alternatives you're
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estimated to stay within the -- both the overal

| ongl i ne quota and the subquotas for the north and
sout h.

Looking for input fromthe AP on the
types of analysis we've done. Qher types of
alternatives. These are what we di scussed at our
nmeeting last year. They'|ll be a proposed rule with
t hese anal yses and nore, com ng out shortly, and
with the full comrent period acconpany that, public

heari ngs, etcetera.

| imagine there'll be sone questions
about what | presented, so -- there's a lot and
again, I'll be -- I'mwlling to answer as nmany

gquestions as | can. Thanks.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Ckay.
Thanks very much, Pat. Appreciate the efforts you
put in on the anal yses. For those who are steeped
in bluefin tuna, it probably wasn't too nuch. Al
the lines that we have in bluefin tuna managenent
and categories and such, for those who are not
steeped in bluefin tuna, it mght have been a little
bit much. But again, we tried to use past data to
meet the objectives of not exceeding the quota that

has been allocated for incidental catch by
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longliners, while at the sane tinme mnim zing dead
di scards.

So, again, what we need here is any
input wwth respect to the analysis that we have
performed, the approach that we took, and any other
possi bl e alternatives that we could consider prior
to finishing up this proposed rule. R ck Wber.

RI CK WEBER: Everything matches in
the nodel for estimating the status quo except the
negati ve 41 percent or 42 percent. Doesn't that
mean the further estimations mght be off by as much
as 40 percent, as well?

PAT CHEETA: Ckay. You're |ooking at
-- say this table here that | have. R ght here. At
42 percent?

RI CK WEBER:  Yeah.

PAT CHEETA: |Is that what you're
t al ki ng about ?

R CK WEBER: Exactly.

PAT CHEETA: One thing that we didn't
tal k about here that we tal ked about |ast year was
sone conpliance issues that we've had in -- with the
target catch requirenents in the northern area.

Basically, the conpliance with those target catch
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requi renents has not been -- has not been very good
for over half -- naybe even 75 percent of the trips
that | anded bluefin, they were -- they did not neet
the target catch requirenents. Wen we went back --
when you go back into a retrospective analysis of
t he | andi ngs dat a.

So, thisis -- the estimation is
assum ng that -- you know, conpliance with those
regul ations. So, you'd expect in the actual
| andi ngs, because of the |evel of conpliance that
we' ve had, that the actual |andings would be higher
t han what woul d be estinated under perfect
conpliance. So, that's how | think of it there,
that if we were -- if we had perfect conpliance, we
woul d have -- | nmean, say in the northern area
there, lower |landings than 12.1 netric tons.

So, that's why you see that decrease
fromthe estimation in the status quo with what we
actually saw from 2000. And going forward, you
could -- | assunme one could say well, maybe you'l
have simlar |low |l evels of conpliance as you go
forward. Hopefully with target catch requirenents
that are -- match what's happening in the fishery, a

little nore realistic, conpliance wll inprove. So
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but again, the assunptions that go into these
estimates are that we have conpliance with the

regul ations. So, anyway, | hope that answers the
guesti on.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: To
clarify that a little bit, it's not that there was
bl atant disregard for the regulations. The two
percent rule was difficult fromtwo aspects. One,
you had to estimate the weight of the bluefin tuna
at sea, as well as estimate your total catch by the
end of the trip at sea. And often these weights are
not available till you conplete wei ghout.

So, in the magjority of those cases
that you woul d consi der technically out of
conpliance, there was no willful disregard for the
regulation. It was just a matter of the nunbers not
wor ki ng out to the decimal places, which was done in
terms of the nodeling approach, where we just
applied the weights strictly to the two percent.

PAT CHEETA: And one added point to
that is in the southern area, where we did -- we
were not using a percentage, when we went back and
| ooked at what the |andings were there, the

conpliance was well above 90 percent. And then you
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see here for the southern area that it matches up a
little bit better. Again, it's consistent with what
you'd think we'd be seeing.

RI CK WEBER:  Does that nean, then,
that you're thinking of changing the nethod of --
you know, if the two percent is difficult to conply
with, if you don't change it, you can expect the
same amount of -- | hate to call it nonconpliance,
because that inplies that they're not trying, they
are trying. Failure rate, we'll call it, or
sonething like that. Are you going to do sonething
that addresses that? |Is that -- or will the 42
percent failure rate continue?

l"mjust -- if you add that 40
percent on when you start becom ng nore marginal, as
you're trying to get -- as you're trying to take
advant age of that quota, if you start adding that 40
percent error back in, you go over. So, | nean, if
you have to address how -- what caused the 42
percent, | suppose.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
again, that's why we anal yze several alternatives to
the two percent rule using an absol ute poundage

requi renent, because clearly the evidence was that
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it was easier to conply with, easier to nonitor, in
the southern area. And if we were to stick with a
percent age requirenent, clearly we could devote nore
enforcenment resources to the issue. The question is
is that a good use of our resources, if we can anmend
the regulation to facilitate conpliance.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Well, just not really
studying on these, but Pat, you did a good job of
anal yzing the nunbers. And it just seens to ne if
you | ook at the second page where you noved the |ine
down to 31 degrees, in what | thought we had pretty
much tal ked about |ast year, in the 3500/6, 000 al
areas and 1500 in southern area, January through
April, you reach the 86.8 percent of | guess the
total quota. Is that correct?

PAT CHEETA: That's tons. That's
86. 8 tons.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Yeah, netric tons,
okay. So, it appears to ne that that woul d maybe do
away with a |lot of our dead discards and give a nuch
easi er way for enforcenent.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Yeah, Pat, one of the
alternatives was to allow two bluefin per trip that

you nmentioned in the alternative.
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PAT CHEETA: Yeah, there's actually
several here.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  You can't do that in
the Gul f because you're not allowed a directed
fishery and we've determ ned that anything nore than
one bluefinis a directed fishery, and that's an
| CCAT situation. How would you get two south of the
[ine?

PAT CHEETA: |I'm-- that's not
sonething that I'maware of. Chris

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
initially the regulations that set up the incidental
catch requirenents for the longline fishery did
allow multiple fish in the Gulf of Mexico. The
determ nation that was nade by the Service in
reducing that fromtwo to one was that leaving it at
two fish provided an incentive to target, which was
contrary to the recommendation. Again, these are
tied to | andings requirenents for other species
ot her than bluefin, to ensure that there is no
aberrati on.

One of the earliest hearings | went
toin the Gulf of Mexico, when | first signed on

with the Division back in '92, there was a | ot of




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

28
tal k about having noved fromtwo fish to one fish
meant a |lot of the boats didn't conme into the CGulf
of Mexico anynore in that winter swordfish fishery.
Clearly, an indication that there was an increased
incentive certainly to target swordfish in the
winter in the Gulf of Mexico, but al so because of
the bonus, if you will, of an additional bluefin
tuna that was al |l owed.

So, again, it's not inconsistent with
the | CCAT requirenent that there be no directed
fishery. The switch fromtwo fish to one fish, by
regul ati on, many years ago, was to reduce that
incentive to target bluefin tuna. And that was
prior to actually having a poundage requirenent
anyway.

The poundage requi renent then cane in
after that. So, first it was a shift fromtwo fish
to one fish, and then it was one fish only with a
certain catch |level for other species.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Well, to that point,
it originated as an | CCAT recommendati on that there
be no targeted fishery for bluefin tuna in their
known spawni ng grounds, which were designated as

@ul f and Mediterranean. | don't know what happens
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to that if we find another spawni ng ground
sonewher e, because the two geographic areas were
nanmed in the recoomendation. But that's a different
I ssue.

And so we swtched fromtwo fish to
one fish. And renenber, the Japanese |ongline
fleet, which at that time could operate in the Gulf
under the tuna exclusion in the Magnuson Act, was
evicted fromthe Gulf, so to speak, because that was
an admttedly directed fishery. | nean, they
| eapfrogged the longlines follow ng the school s of
spawners through the Gulf. And that's what they
were after. And it was a pretty clean fishery from
that point of view They caught little else, as |
recall, fromthe data.

But anyhow, so we switched fromtwo
to one. So now we have a declaration that in order
to keep it a nondirected fishery it's not the word
incidental involved in this ICCAT thing. It says no
directed fishing. So, you better stick wth what
| CCAT called it, because it's derived from | CCAT.

And you heard G enn's talk on the
stick with the 250 head count of marlin, because you

don't want to get into the arena of | osing
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credibility at 1CCAT. And | woul d suggest to you
that that ought -- that sane theory ought to be
considered in this situation, if you nove from one
fish to two fish, just -- it just looks like sinply
we' re doubling our kill of spawners in the Gulf from
an | CCAT perspective. And so | for that reason
woul d encourage you to avoid doing that.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Wel |,
based on the anal yses, it shows that we're not
doubling the catch by any neans. In fact, what
we're effectively doing is converting discards into
| anded catch and still remaining within the quot a.

And havi ng a poundage requirenent,
again, would basically denonstrate that sonething
other than directed activity on bluefin tuna was
occurring by evidence of the other species | anded on
that trip.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  You have a quota in
the Qul f?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:

There's a subquota for the southern area for bluefin
tuna | anded by longline --

UNI DENTI FI ED:  But that includes al so

the east coast of Florida and up a little ways?
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MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: East
coast of Florida and -- well, actually, up through
South Carolina currently in this north/south
division line that we have at 34 degrees. Wat we
had | ooked at was noving that line further south to
sort of get away fromthe level of activity, to try
to see if there was a neutral zone, so to speak,
bet ween a northern and southern area, so that
fi shermen woul dn't be having to question where the
fishing activity was occurring relative to what
guota category was open or what targeting or
| andi ngs requirenents would be in effect.

UNI DENTI FI ED: These fish are going
to be caught, whether they're caught in the Gulf or
el sewhere, right?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: These
fish woul d be caught. Again, we just analyzed the
data, denonstrating what people were doing as
reporting in | ogbooks and | ooki ng at the observer
data. So, this is basically a descriptive nodel of
the fishery as it has occurred in recent years, just
trying to play with those target catch requirenents
so as to neet the tool objectives of reducing dead

-- reducing dead discards as is required by not only
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t he | CCAT recommendation itself, but also our
Magnuson Act bycatch reduction standard, while still
remai ning within that quota.

So, it was a nulti-objective approach
and -- you know, basically what we're offering out
is the results of our analyses and | understand your
concerns. | don't think that allowing two fish,
given a target catch requirenent, is inconsistent
with the | CCAT recommendation. But again, this
woul d be subject to a proposed rule and we woul d
certainly take coment on that issue, and get
further consultation on that subject.

UNI DENTI FIED: Well, if you're
confortable with two, could we ask for three in the
aul f?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
the issue with going to three with sone target catch
requi renent is you pretty soon exceed the capacity
of many of these vessels, given the -- well,
certainly with the two percent rule, there weren't
very many trips that could ever take nore than three
bl uefin tuna.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
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currently there's a 1500 pound. Wat we're trying
to do, again, is achieve a balance. So, the target
catch requirenents are being adjusted in this

anal ytical framework to reduce dead discards while
staying within the quota.

So, we're not changing the total
gquota. One of the alternatives or suite of
alternatives that we consi dered | ooked at changi ng
t hat subdivision of the quota by trying to find a
neutral zone between the northern and sout hern

fisheries that would be better reflective of

reality.

We had Shana -- Shana Beener.

SHANA BEEMER: All right. | just
wanted to address, first of all, the |andings table,

the landings estinates. And | would bet that the
@ul f of Mexico | andings, dead discards, are quite
underestimated. At the | CCAT neeting we tal ked
about increased observer coverage in the |ongline
fishery down there to get a better idea of dead

di scards. These -- hygrading, you know, is going to
be a probl em when you can only | and one, two, three
fish, and is probably a problemin the Gulf of

Mexi co.
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And to |l ook at the Gulf of Mexico
longline fishery on the sane |evel of -- as the east
coast longline fishery, these are spawning bluefin
in the Gulf of Mexico that have made their eight to
ten years to maturity. They have reached their
spawni ng ground, spawning that's critical to our
west ern stock of bluefin.

These fish are in warm wat ers.
They're at their physiological limt. You know,
they can't survive for long periods on the gear and
because the spawni ng takes place, |ikely, you know,
research nowis trying to actually outline the
spawni ng grounds, but likely takes place in a
di screet area in the northwestern GQulf at a discreet
tinme, you know, three to four nonths, and to be able
to close that area to longline fishery to -- you
know, put the dead discards to zero would really
benefit the fish.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: |
certainly agree with that, and this aspect of
allow ng incidental catch of bluefin tuna to be
| anded woul d in no way obviate any ot her nmechani sns
we coul d have to reduce dead di scards.

Certainly we do have a closed area in
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June off of the Md-Atlantic, and if the data showed
that there was a discreet area that could be
effectively closed in the Gulf of Mexico, we'd
certainly pursue that, independent of this other
rule that would be in effect.

MAUMUS CLAVERI E: There is a discreet
area. As | recall that recommendation from | CCAT
said no fishing for bluefin at all in the Tortugas
area, is that what it is, denn? Do you renenber
that? How that 81 -- that 81 recommendation from
| CCAT, as | recall, not only said no directed
fishing for bluefins in their spawni ng grounds, but
it -- either the | CCAT recommendati on or NVFS, one
or the other or both, closed a specific area in the
Tortugas to bluefin tuna fishing, period. Do you
remenber that?

GLENN DELANEY: | don't believe it
was done by | CCAT.

MAUMUS CLAVERIE: And in answer to a
di screet area in the @ulf, that kind of noves from
year to year. That's why the Japanese fleets had to
keep up with the schools so they wouldn't | ose them
by | eapfrogging. And it depends on where the

currents are going, so it's not always in the sane
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pl ace.

UNI DENTI FIED: Can | just nmake a
technical point? The 81 recommendation that Mau is
t al ki ng about has | ong been superseded by the
rebuil ding plan. And if sonebody can lay their
hands on the rebuilding plan, | believe the
provision is very straightforward, doesn't talk
about how many fish you can keep in the Qulf of
Mexico. It just says that it is closed to directed
fishing. So, if Brad m ght have it or sonebody. |
think I have it up in ny room but | just don't have
it here. Maybe Dave has a copy of the rebuilding
plan with hin®

There's 27 provisions in there, and
what the | CCAT Secretariat did, when we agreed to
t he new rebuil ding plan, was they streamined all of
the original nmeasures that were there. And I'm
quite sure that it doesn't list a nunber that
defines what directed fishing is versus incidental
catch. | don't believe that's there anynore. If it
ever was. And | believe you it was. | don't
believe it's there now

GLENN DELANEY: Only in Anerica could

the difference between one and two fish be a
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directed fishery. | can assure you. | CCAT woul dn't
do that.

DAVID WLMOT: Boy, Pat, | have to
congratul ated you on putting together quite an
analysis. You did a nice job, laid it out well.
VWhat's a little frustrating is that a |lot of us
actually do believe that when it conmes to reducing
di scards there is another solution, and that's
avoi dance. It's wonderful to tal k about sinply
changing targeting so that you turn a discard into a
| anding. And that sure as heck is a way to sol ve
t he Magnuson dilenma. But it's not what all of us
have in m nd when we think about the inpacts from
bycatch in a nortality sense and what we may
actually be gaining in the fishery.

And in this case, if you do -- |
admt you have to suspend the fairness of what has
happened to the longliners, but if one does suspend
the fairness, it's anmazing to see how nuch effort
you all have put into finding a way to fill a
bycatch quota. | wonder what the overage on a
bycatch quota is going to be called, if we ever get
to that point. That's going to be really curious.

It's an incidental quota that's
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designed for a fishery that cannot target the fish.
But boy, we have to nmake sure we fill it to the top.
But then | can't wait to see what we call the
overage in that fishery.

Shana really | think hit it on the

head. | don't care about the one fish, two fish,
debating it. It's all -- it's kind of crazy to
spend this nuch tinme and effort, | think, on this

| evel of detail.

Could we ook in the Gulf of Mexico
for a discreet area -- and Mau, | have to disagree,
t he sci ence does not have the answer to this
question yet. You nay believe it's there, but it's
not. But the data are indicating there may indeed
be a discreet area. O course it potentially could
nove. We'll find out the answers to that with tine.

But the idea here, as Shana pointed
out, if we could find an area and have a tine and
area closure, possibly part of the year, possibly
| onger, possibly a very discreet area, possibly
| arger, that would reduce the nortality on fish that
we know are ours.

We can debate about an awful |ot of

fish in the Atlantic Ocean, but | don't think too
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many people here want to debate a 500 pound fish in
the Gulf of Mexico in May, whether or not it's a
western spawner or not. | would hope we're not at
t hat point.

So, could we pl ease consider the
possibility of reducing nortality on western
spawners in the Gulf of Mexico as a way to reduce
our bycatch? There is real potential here. Change
the landing requirenents. That's going to be a
different debate. | think that -- let's not do
t hese separately. At |east keep this potential
open. The closure in the Gulf -- or along the Md-
Atl antic has proven effective. Let's |look at an
area in the Gulf of Mexico as the data present
thenmself. They're not there yet. | recognize that.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Dave, you nenti oned
sonmething I was going to -- in response | was goi ng
to mention that. Wen we inplenented the FMP, we
did inplenent that tinme area closure in the Md-
Atlantic and it has so far seened to be pretty
effective, and you can see that in a |lot of places.
At the tinme we didn't just |ook off the east coast.

We | ooked at the data for the @ulf of

Mexico as well. And when we did that, there was
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not hi ng that junped out fromthe data. That's not
saying that that hasn't changed since. That was
done in '98 or '99. And perhaps sone of what we're
seeing here in these increases in discards fromthe
| ogbook tallies is telling us we need to |look at it
again. But it was done. And -- it was done.

And another point is that -- that was
made is that these fish are particularly vul nerable
and delicate, perhaps, at this tinme of year in the
@l f. And you know, they're being thrown over --
even nore likely that they're going to be thrown
over dead. So, and it's all part of this bal ance
that we're trying to achieve.

W' ve | ooked and we've closed an area
where we've seen high catches of bluefin, and now
we're noving on to kind of the next phase. W're
sayi ng okay, we nmaybe haven't done all we can, but
we' ve done sonething to avoid, and now what's caught
after that, let's see if we can throw | ess of them
back dead and keep sonme nore. Not that the pursuit
of finding areas to avoid interaction is over. But
that -- again, this is trying to explain some of our
thinking. That's all.

DAVID WLMOT: If | can follow up
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quickly, | realize that was done, and it's tough for
me because we do ask others to hold thenselves to a
hi gh standard with the data and information they
present. And a lot of what I'mrelying onin this
case, it is anecdotal. But | think that everyone
here would admt they have seen or heard about nuch
hi gher catches of bluefin tuna in the Gulf of
Mexi co, much hi gher, order of magnitude higher than
what is reported. |If that is the case, that's al
the nore incentive to do the research to determ ne
if a potential closed area would be beneficial.

That's it. But | hate to raise that
because, again, | don't have the data to hold up
It's purely anecdotal. But even without that, it's
a good idea to look nore in the Gulf of Mexico.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: To
that point, | believe Barbara Wal k was sailing
yesterday to put out sonme nore archival tags in an
area in the Gulf of Mexico, and Bill Hogarth was
instrunmental in providing sonme recent funding
t hrough our cooperative research programto help
with the vessel cost on that.

We do have several nore fol ks who

wanted to speak on this issue. Let ne just go down
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the list. W had Wayne Lee; Jim Donofrio; 4 enn
Del aney; d en Hopkins and R ch Ruais.

WAYNE LEE: Thank you, M. Chairman.
Just a couple of quick cooments. One, | think what
we heard | ast year -- at |least what | heard | ast
year on the enforcenent thing, was that north of
Virginia/North Carolina, the two percent rule was
not being enforced. And I think enforcenent
admtted that. | don't think that was in question

South of that line, it was being
enforced, and that caused a serious problemfor our
boats. | nmean, not to conply, but just in the fact
they were having to discard fish

But that notw thstanding, | want to
t hank you and Pat for putting this issue on the
agenda today. | want to thank you for this
anal ysis, and we |look forward to have this cone out
so our fishernmen can comment on it. And you
certainly covered the issues that | felt were in the
summary of the neeting fromlast year. So, thank
you.

JAMES DONCFRI O Thank you, M.
Chairman. | want to ask Pat, is the continuation of

the Md-Atlantic Bight part of the proposed rule or
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does that just go on w thout any new ruling?

PAT CHEETA: Yeah, that's permanent
in our regulations. So, this -- what's being
addressed here would not affect any other
regul ations. So, that would be maintained in June.

JAMES DONOFRI O Ckay. Just | heard
sone talk at the | CCAT Advisory Meeting about these
fish nmoving into different areas. And are you
| ooking at that, so that that area may be -- if it
is closed and it's not doing the right thing, the
fish are somewhere el se where you may need to --
mean, is the flexibility there in the rule?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  That
woul d be the sane as with any of the closed areas
we're currently inplenented, to analyze their
ef fectiveness at the objective of reducing dead
di scards, reducing turtle interactions, billfish
i nteractions, what have you. So, they can be
changed. O course, they would be changed through a
rul emaki ng process. W'd have to do the analytica
background work and then propose it.

GLENN DELANEY: Thank you. | can't
remenber all the things | was going to ask. But

guess | just wanted to make it clear or confirmny
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under st andi ng, Pat, and again | also congratul ate
you for this extraordinary analysis, which David, is
only necessary because of the ridicul ous m croscopic
focus that your constituency and ot hers have pl aced
on the longline industry and therefore the Agency
has no choice but to do ridicul ous anal yses in order
to do what otherw se woul d have been commobn sense.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Let's
just try to keep on point. W don't need --

GLENN DELANEY: Hey, it started down
there, ny friend.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  You
can end it on this. Let's talk to the issue of
getting sone feedback on the anal yses perforned.

GLENN DELANEY: And the second thing
that | wanted to nention was that mnmy understandi ng
is there is no increase in nortality. There's
al ways that rhetoric that gets slipped in between
the facts that may give people a false inpression in
the room And | just heard that. So, | want to
make sure it's clear that there's nothing in this
change that | understand woul d i ncrease the
nmortality of bluefin tuna. It would sinply convert

waste to use -- dead discards to | anded fish within
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our dead discard allocation at | CCAT. Correct?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: I n
fact, there's another nuance, just to illustrate
once again the conplexity of bluefin tuna, the fact
t hat unused quota that woul d have been avail able for
| andi ngs were not discarded does tend to get
transferred to other categories on a year to year
basi s.

GLENN DELANEY: | wanted to go that
poi nt next, which was what's the consequence of
over harvesting our dead discard quota at | CCAT. And
David, | think, raised that question. Wat are we
going to call it? Well, what we call it is that it
wi |l be deducted fromthe directed fisheries,
whether it's in the general category or the purse
seine category or the angling category, that's where
that's going to come out of. Because the United
States is not going to exceed its overall quota of
bl uefin tuna.

So, the consequence of us forcing
fishermen to throw fish overboard dead will be to --
and to exceed that limt that we' ve established at
| CCAT, wll be to take the excess out of the

directed fisheries. So, that's one consequence of
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The other thing | wanted to nention
is M -- and there was a | ot of discussion about
t he sout heast and off the coast of Florida and the
sout hern zone, unless | mssed sonething, there is
no longlining down there anynore, and so | don't
think you're going to see a |lot of bluefin tuna
| andi ngs on the east coast of Florida.

Finally, I would say that Chris, your
menti oni ng of anal yzing the effectiveness of primary
cl osures, whether it's the bluefin tuna one off the
coast of New Jersey or in the Md-Atlantic Bight, or
the others, the Florida closure, the Gulf closure,
the one off South Carolina -- | always forget the
name -- Charleston bunp, thank you. |It's just one
of those things | went through and | can't renenber
it.

But ny understandi ng was that the
goal of tinme area closures is at |east two things,
one of course to reduce the interactions with a
bycatch species. Bluefin tuna in the longline
fishery, small swordfish down in the south, billfish
as well. But another goal is also -- I'll be -- not

to unreasonably reduce the ability of the fishery to
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catch the targeted species, unnecessarily reduce
their ability to catch the target species. And
that's the balance that you're trying to strike in
time area closures.

UNI DENTI FI ED: (| naudi bl e.)

GLENN DELANEY: Exactly. Right. But
the goal is also to not unnecessarily reduce -- you
know, excessively. You know, you're trying to find
a confortabl e bal ance of achieving as nuch
conservation for the bycatch species w thout, you
know, conpletely w ping out a fishery. Obviously
there has to be a bal ance there.

And you said that you anal yze that.
| was curious is there a regular review of these
time area closures in view of these tw bal anced
goal s? | nean, when is that going to happen and how
do you we go about that?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
we had anal yzed information in the FMP devel opnent.
In fact, had a Florida straits cl osed area proposed.
A l ot of comment we received during the conment
period on the FMP and its inplenenting proposed rule
was that it was not conprehensive enough.

There were other bycatch issues that
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had not been addressed and if you recall, we

w t hdrew t hat cl osed area proposal and agreed that

t he agency woul d pursue a course of a nore
conprehensive treatnent, which resulted in the

| ar ger context rul emaking, which we ended up with
the live bait prohibition in the Gulf of Mexico, the
Fl ori da east coast closed area, the Charl eston bum
closed area. W had inplenented the Md-Atlantic or
nort heast closed area in June in that FMP.

But clearly our intent is to
continually nonitor the effectiveness of these
cl osed areas wth respect to the nmulti-objective
approach, was reducing the various bycatch
interactions as well as the effect on targeting
catch and try to achieve a better balance. |f that
means redefining the boundaries of closed areas or
nmovi ng one entirely, you know, that's certainly
sonet hing on the table.

W don't have a full year's data
avai l abl e yet from 2001. Basically, February 1st or
March 1st, because of the delay of inplenenting the
cl osed areas. But we will hopefully have a robust
analysis simlar to what we've presented here on

this one issue at next year's AP neeting, on the
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effectiveness of closed areas to date. It certainly
can be revisited.

Agai n, whether they're conpletely
effective, conpletely ineffective, or can be nade
nore effective through redefining the boundaries.
Okay. We had d en Hopki ns.

GLEN HOPKINS: Yes, | just had a --
how many incidental permts are there out now at any
one point?

PAT CHEETA: It's listed in the SAFE
report. | think there's about 250 vessels that have
the incidental longline permt.

GLEN HOPKINS: COkay. | was just --
as far as alternatives, just wondering if there was
any way of just issuing tags for the nunber of
permt hol ders versus the estimated nunber of fish
it would take, just a thought.

And then | was al so | ooking at noving
the line to 31, that would include North Carolina in
that northern section, and under any of these new
criteria, and | feel like probably the north's not
going to have a fair shot if the season opens
January 1st, if you keep the sanme seasons. Then

there's going to be a lot of fish landed in the
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north before they have a chance at it.

PAT CHEETA: Qur fishing year for
tunas starts on June 1, so that's when we start with
the fresh slate. And North Carolina, nost of it at
| east, was already included in part of the northern
area. So, what you're basically doing is adding the
rest -- you know, another little part of North
Carolina and then South Carolina and Georgia to the
northern area, and trying to conpensate that --
| owering -- you know, increasing that area with
raising the quota there a little bit, or
redi stributing the quota.

So, in June when the season starts,
the incidental catches in the GQulf are for the nost
part over, and the next group of incidentally caught
fish will probably be in that northern area. So,
North Carolina would -- and those other states north
would -- | don't knowif you want to call it first
shot at that quota. So, there really wouldn't be
the potential for it being filled before North
Carolina or other states in the north had a chance
to land incidentally caught fish.

RICHARD RUAIS: |'ll be quick. I,

too, wanted to take issue with Dave WInot's
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comments. | think the objective of this analysis
was to reduce discards. The issue of nortality is
on the TAC quota question, and that's where we'll
fight that battle over time. And we ought to stop
wasting tinme trying to rai se the goal post wherever
we can and not get on with the matter of achieving
the objective of where we're trying to go with this.

And | think -- it's obvious we've
been working on this one for a long tine. And these
reductions in the discards to ne appear to be very
significant, and | hope the environnmental comunity,
as well as the recreational community, appreciates
that we can neet a |ot of the nmandate fromthe
Magnuson Act by nmoving forward with one of these
alternatives

You're | ooking at 18 percent, 25
percent or 30 percent reduction in discards.
think you did a great job on the analysis, Pat, and
hope we can just nove on.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Yeah, | too, would
like to congratul ate you guys. You, you know, put
sone very interesting options. | look forward to
t he proposed rule.

And you' ve certainly listened to us.
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We said we just want to kiss the quota. W want to
take those discards into landed fish, and it's a
real step forward to nme in fisheries managenent,
away fromthe environnental extrem smthat for the
| ast few years has resulted in bluefin tuna being
killed tw ce.

GAI L JOHNSON: Pat, thank you for the
presentation. It was pretty scary, but you got
through it, and | even understood it. So, thank
you. What Dave said, the Gulf of Mexico is one
area. |'ma provincial person. |'mfrom Maine. |
don't understand a whole | ot about the Gulf of
Mexico, so | can't tal k about about what people have
heard or not heard.

But from ny perspective, which is up
in the Gulf of Maine on the Grand Banks, on Georges
Bank, where we have -- the enforcenent issue at one
time wwth a letter from Joel MacDonal d, the
enforcement issue was one fish. Just because of the
problenms with the percentages. The | aw was two
percent, but how it was enforced was one fish,
because it was such a pain in the neck to get al
the weights together. That ended. It's now two

percent and is very firmy enforced.
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Just as a perspective for -- so you
understand what the deal is with the 24 neter
| ongline boats, if we go out and early on we catch a
bluefin, that's -- as Chris had said, you don't know
what you're going to catch the rest of, but you
don't want to throw that bluefin away. You want to
put it down in the hold and nmake it nice and cozy
and tidy and bled and everything you can do to keep
it good. And if you don't get enough fish to cover
the size of that -- because renenber we're talking
about two percent, not one fish, so everything -- if
this bluefin was one of the high priced wonderfu
ones that are 700 pounds or sonething, you' ve got to
catch a |l ot of fish.

In the nmeantine, you're putting
swor dfi sh and ot her tunas aboard and that bluefin is
buried. So, what to do here? Either you try to
dunp it surreptitiously over the side as your not
qui te enough other fish are unloaded, or you face
enforcenent problens with this one bluefin. This is
not the norm I'mtelling you, this is occasionally
what happens t hough.

So, please, | think that noving in

the north at least -- | don't know about the Gulf of
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Mexi co, but in the north, having a finite nunber of
fish according to how many pounds is a whole | ot
easier to deal with. And please do that. Let us
have | andi ngs and get out from under the evil banner
of dead di scards.

PETER VEI SS: Yeah, | was just
wondering if -- I'mtal king about the Gulf, | guess,
and if the average fish there -- are we talking
about spawning fish that are eight to ten years old,
which are relatively large, | would inmagine, over 4
or 500 pounds or 600 pounds, and | guess if we can
put nmen on the noon and we can put tags on fish and
find out where they are, how conme we can't devel op
sone sort of a breakaway gear? Because |'msure the
targeted fish are not 5 or 600 pounds.

| mean, you know, we're talking about
cl osing areas and doi ng everything, and once in a
whil e we tal k about breakaway gear, but it seens
that's a perfect area for it, if we actually want to
stop the discards. | nean, why is there nothing
bei ng done or is there sonething that we don't know
about ?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: It's

agai n an enforcenent question, as to whether the
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breakaway gear, if mandated, would actually be used
at sea. And alsoit's alittle bit tough with
respect to defining it via regulation. Wat is the
standard for breakaway gear?

Certainly under regulations we can't
sort of mandate a particul ar product type by a
particul ar manufacturer. Wat we would need to do
is make specifications. And then it's difficult for
enf orcenment purposes to anal yze whether or not those
specifications are net. Wuld you all ow ot her gear
on board the vessel or would it be only gear -- |
guess we'd be tal king about breaking test strengths
for the nonofil anment on the gangeon (phonetic) or
sonething |ike that.

So, again, it's a concept that may
have nerit, but it's difficult in inplenmentation.
I f we could denonstrate sonething that woul d be
effective, certainly if industry is wlling to
partici pate, we do have sone cooperative research
noney and there's actually a neeting occurring in
the Gulf in Tanmpa this nonth, and that m ght be
sonething that we could test with a little bit of
nmoney as to whether effective breakaway gear could

be devel oped.
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So, it's not that we've ruled it out.
It's sonmething that would be difficult in
i npl emrentation. Mau C averi e.

MAUMUS CLAVERI E: (1l naudible) one is
in response to Peter. It wasn't noon shot rocket
scientists. It was a fisherman. | think his nane
was Bally or sonething. He was a longliner in the
@Qulf. He won the award one year for tagging the
nmost marlin. You renmenber that, Alan? | think --
what's his nane?

UNI DENTI FI ED: Wade Bail ey.

MAUMUS CLAVERIE: Bailey. And he
called me up before one of these neetings or an
| CCAT neeting and he says | ook, this stuff about
bl uefin tuna, he says, |'ve been trying it, and you
use a mustad (phonetic) sonething or the other
nunber hook, | had it in ny book, | wote it down, |
said the nunber into the record in one of these
nmeetings. And you put extra flotation on your |ine,
nmor e buoys, bigger buoys, whatever it is.

And if you get a big bluefin tuna, it
breaks a hook and the tuna's gone. But when you're
dealing with the yellowfins, the snmaller fish, like

Peter's alluding to, you don't |ose themon these
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hooks.

So, there's your answer. Okay? But
that was only about 20 years ago that you were told
that, okay? So, you haven't gone to the noon on
t hat one, yet. But he thought that that -- he had
tried hinself and said it works, so |I don't know if
any research was done on it or what.

The other thing is if you are going
to consider a discreet closed area in the Gulf, the
Japanese longline fleet operated in the Gulf -- God,
fromthe early or md '60s through '80 or '81. And
t hey kept very good information.

The reported information to | CCAT may
be in larger areas, but the suspicion is that the
| ongl i ne boats kept pretty good where they caught
the fish locations in their owm private |ogs, the
ones that went back to the conpani es or sonething.
And they reported to ICCAT | think in nods in
gquarter squares, which is a big area.

But if you're going to do the
research, please see what you can dig up fromthere,
because the Japanese followed those fish for over 20
years through the @ulf, and they know whet her or not

what we have done, if we do this, is right or wong.
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So, we ought to be very careful to be sure we mlk
themfor all the information we could get on that so
they won't surprise us |ater.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Just one comment on ny
coment that these | andings -- dead discard
estimates are underestimted. M/ observer question
frombefore | asked Vicky during the lunch break was
about observer coverage in the longline fishery in
the Gulf of Mexico, and she had said that it was --
you know, |ow to none because the boats didn't
sati sfy those safety requirenents.

So, | nmean, it is an enforcenent
issue that if the observer program was stepped up,
you know, we could get better data. But right now,
you know, there isn't anything validating this data.
The | ogbook dat a.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Thank you, M.
Chairman. In the past we have supported the
longline industry as far as trying to increase their
take of these dead bl uefin based on the anount of
ot her tunas and tuna-1li ke species on board, know ng
that it's wasteful. But just have a question, naybe
Nel son can answer. Shana brought up about

hygradi ng, and I was wondering, Nelson, are nost of
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these fish dead? Because if you' re hygradi ng dead
fish, it doesn't nmatter anyway. But | nean, is
there any kind of percentages that you know about or
you're aware about? So, | know they don't have a

swi m bl adder and -- | nmean, do they just -- do they
die there? Are they dead? O have anything on

t hat ?

NELSON BEI DEMAN:. | think pat woul d
probably be nore famliar than -- | forget the
percentage. | think it's around 50 percent.

PAT CHEETA: | think it's between 40
and 50 percent of -- are dead.

UNIDENTI FIED: In the north. Not in
the Gulf of Mexico is it that --

PAT CHEETA: Well, again --

UNI DENTI FI ED: There's no way.

PAT CHEETA: | mght be -- the
nunbers | have m ght be overall. So, that's all
have.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Then it's that | ow
nortality would be as | ow as 50 percent.

PAT CHEETA: That m ght be the
average coastw de. But that --

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: W
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wi |l make sure that the figure is clearly stated in
the Environnental Assessnment with any proposed rule
that gets issued on this subject.

We did have a nunber of other bluefin
tuna issues to discuss. | had put on this draft
agenda stock assessnent, and | certainly didn't
intend that we do a bluefin tuna stock assessnent at
this nmeeting. That was really just a point of
information for those who were not -- again, not
conpletely engulfed in all the I CCAT issues, the
information being that there is a bluefin tuna
assessnment at | CCAT this year, supposed to be for
bot h east and western stocks, and given the SCRS
Report on mxing fromlast summer and the U. S.
endeavors at | CCAT to maintain the integrity of that
report and its recommendations, the SCRS w || be
| ooking at alternative paradigns, so to speak, with
respect to the Central Atlantic area as well as the
correct -- borderline or defining |ine between the
eastern and western stocks.

So, there's a lot to |look forward to
in ternms of upcom ng stock assessnent. I|I'mreally
hopeful that an eastern assessnent can be done this

ti me around. Last tine there was a | ack of data.
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And |I'm confident that sonme good work will be done,
at least on the western stock, and hopefully sone
advances wll be made wth respect to the stock
boundary issues. So, | don't really see the need
for any further discussion on that. |[If so, we can
maybe conme back to it later

We had sonme notes here on season
dates, effort controls and catch limts. That was
really with respect to both the general category
fishery and the angling category fishery that does
have sone intense nmanagenent, not only via
regul ati on but what we call in-season actions that
occur each year in terns of defining catch limts,
defining the seasons, defining effort controls and
things like that. W wll do a proposed
specifications notice that would include the
restricted fishing days, the nonthly quota
apportionnment and things |ike that, as we do each
year. W will also be putting out notices with
respect to setting the angling category season and
catch limts.

| just mght note that | think that
Jim Donofrio mght present sonme information to us

Wi th respect to what they call the ad hoc tuna
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commttee. It is not really an established subpanel
of this panel, but it is a group of recreational
fishing interests who have gotten together over the
years to provide sonme input to the agency on what
they would like to see, so to speak, with respect to
managenent of the angling category fishery.

So, Jim if you would at sonme point
in this discussion, please update us on your
concerns fromthat ad hoc tuna commttee.

| al so know that East Coast Tuna has
an interest in the season dates, given sone of the
recent changes in the bluefin tuna fishery. The
season date for start of the purse seine fishery
t hat had been established at August 15th in the
past, primarily because of gear conflict issues, and
yet the fishery has becone |ess of an early season
fishery and nore of a |late season fishery than in
past years. So, he wanted to revisit that.

As a prelude to this discussion, Pat
had sort of prepared a highlights of last year as to
what happened, what was caught in each category, and
we'll try to get through that real quickly. For
those that are famliar, |I'msure you can keep up

For those that are not as famliar with all these
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categories and such, please bear wwth us, but we do
have a lot to cover and I'msure a | ot of
di scussion. So, Pat, try to take us through that
real quick

PAT CHEETA: Yes, this should be
faster than the last one. It's alittle sinpler and
there's not as many slides. There's another handout
that was on the back table early this afternoon.
Just going to go through sonme of the highlights of
| ast year and what could be happening for this
com ng 2002 season

Okay. This slide just shows the
gquota al |l ocation percentages that we have in the
FMP. The allocations are set by percentage, not by
metric tons. So, as the overall U S. quota were to
go up or down, the actual netric tons allocated to
each category would go up or down, as well, while
the percentage stayed the sanme. This shows the ful
allocation to all the various categories for bluefin
tuna, and several of them may have subquotas, north
and south, and sone of themare also further divided
by size cl ass.

We have -- just going through sone of

the quota adjustnent provisions that we have in the
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regul ations, for any kind of overharvest we subtract
the -- what was taken in excess of the quota from

t hat individual quota category for the follow ng
year. So, if say the general category was to go
over 50 tons, 50 tons would conme out of their
foll ow ng year's | andi ng quot a.

We allocate quota fromthe reserve to
account for -- or overharvest in any fishing
category, if necessary, if available, if the reserve
hasn't been ot herw se used. And we al so have a dead
di scard all owance of 68 netric tons for the U S. and
if that's exceeded, the anobunt of the excess is
subtracted fromthe subsequent year's | andi ngs
quot a.

For in the case of when a quota is
not taken, we will take that anmount that is not
taken by the category and roll it over to the
foll ow ng year for that sane category. So, in the
i nstance for the general category, if they were 50
tons under that quota, that 50 tons woul d get added
to their quota for the foll ow ng year.

| f the dead di scard all owance has not
been reached, NMFS may add one half of the renainder

of that anmount of bluefin tuna and that could be
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| anded in the subsequent fishing year. So, for an
exanple, if 20 netric tons of the dead discard quota
was not taken, 10 of that could be taken and added
to the overall |andings quota for the next year.

The ot her half would not be used, and it goes back
to the resource. And that anmount can be all ocated
to individual fishing categories or to the reserve,
an anount that's carried over

Here's a table that shows the 2001
bl uefin quotas, estimted |andi ngs and projected
2002 quotas for the various categories. W go
t hrough angling, all the way down through reserve.
And the angling shows the various size classes from
school fi sh, where we have ei ght percent maxi nrum and
that's eight percent of the overall U S. quota.

It's large schools and small nediuns. And then
| arge nmediunms and giants. And then the other
cat egori es.

First colum A shows the base quotas
for the 1387 netric ton U S. quota. Columm B shows
the adjusted 2001 fishing year quotas, after -- and
that's after transfers. So, the angling category,
because of several years where the angling category

guota was not | anded, had a lot of quota rolled from
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year to year into it for -- especially for 2001.
And the general category had a | arge anmount of quota
transferred to it fromthe angling category, and
also fromthe longline category. The same with the
har poon, had sonme 35 tons added to it during the
year .

Purse seine quota was a little bit
| ess than its base quota because a couple vessels
went up a few tons over, and in the purse seine
category, which is an individual vessel quota
system if an individual vessel exceeds its quota,
it's -- that individual vessel is penalized, or not
penal i zed, but that anmount is taken away fromits
guota for the next year. So, they're individually
responsi ble for their quotas. Longline category,
after transfers, wound up at about 93 tons, then we
have the trap and the reserve.

Current fishing year landings in
Col um C show the angling category at about 283
metric tons and -- these are again all prelimnary
nunbers, and these include nunbers fromthe | arge
pel agi ¢ survey, as well as figures -- |andings
reported through the prograns -- taggi ng prograns

that we have in Maryland and North Carolina.
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The general category wound up goi ng
over its quota by about 13 tons. Harpoon did not
land all of its quota. The purse seiners did not
land all their quota. They did not |and any fish
after Septenber 11th, and it's nostly one vessel's
guota that did not get taken.

Longline is still ongoing, so --
because of the spring fish that are caught in the
spring in the Gulf of Mexico, and then no | andi ngs
incidental in any kind of traps. And the reserve, a
few fish have been taken for scientific purposes in
the reserve, and we will probably have a few nore of
those taken likely in -- research being done in the
@ul f of Mexi co.

So, with the remaining quota left in
t he various categories, in Colum E we can have an
i dea of what the various categories are going to
| ook l'ike for 2002, and that's Colum F, just adding
-- taking the base quota and addi ng or subtracting
what's remaining from Colum E. And you see that
angling category has potentially quite a bit to
carry over. GCeneral category is slightly over, and
the other categories are -- |look like they will be

what woul d be under
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So, again, these are based on
prelimnary | andi ngs estimates because for the
angling category and longline category we're still
inthis -- we're still in the 2001 fishing year. It
doesn't end until May 31st. So, these fisheries are
still landing -- still ongoing.

As | nentioned, going through that
table, there were 253 netric tons transferred to the
general, and we wound up landing 933. It was a very
sl ow season for nuch of the year and we wound up
going fromthe base Iimt of one fish per day
retention to a two fish per day retention |imt, for
much of the year. And we have restricted fishing
days that we have inplenented over the last -- maybe
since '95, to slowthe fishery down, to distribute
it during the year, and this year we waived all of
t hose ones that we put in, except for a fewin
August for a Japanese market holiday. And then
general category closed on the 23rd. W reopened it
in Novenber and then it closed for the season on
Novenber 30t h.

Angling category, we had a four fish
per vessel limt fromJune 15th through Cctober

31st. W also established an alternative limt for
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head boats, which was in place from August 15th

t hrough the end of Cctober, which was one fish per
person, with a 20 fish per vessel nmaximum and this
was for Coast Guard inspected vessels that have an
Atlantic HVS charter head boat permt. And we
recently | ooked at sone of the | andings reported by
t hese vessels, reported, sonme of them have vessel
trip reports through the Northeast Regional Ofice,
and several -- about ten vessels participated in
this alternative |imt for head boats. About 40
trips |landed nore than the four fish per vessel
[imt in the late sunmer and fall.

And in the angling category, we've
had a one fish per vessel Iimt since Novenber 1st,
and that's the main recreational fishery that's
going on during this tinme since Novenber has been in
North Carolina. And the trophy category for the
recreational fishery has been open all year, and
that's a one giant bluefin per vessel per year.

Har poon category had sone quota
transferred to it, did not land its quota. Purse
seine category, as | nentioned, opens the 15th of
August, no landings after 9/11. And the longline

| andi ngs are so far simlar to the previous year,
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but we're noving into the tinme of year when the
| andi ngs increase in the Gulf of Mexico.

A couple -- the next few charts here
show -- try to show a couple things. The colums on
the left for each state -- this is showi ng bluefin
| andi ngs in the general category by |anding port and
by the vessel's hone port. So, let's take an
exanpl e of Massachusetts.

Over 750 metric tons in the general
category were | anded in Massachusetts. But over --
slightly over 500 netric tons were | anded by vessels
from Massachusetts, nmeaning that they had their hone
port listed as being from Massachusetts.

So, let's look -- we | ook at New
York, we see that very little bluefin in the genera
category were | anded in New York, but that al nost
100 netric tons were | anded by vessels from New
York, which basically nmeans that vessels that are
home ported in New York travel to other places and
| anded fish, nostly in Massachusetts, here, as we
can see, as we coul d deduce.

So, vessels from New York and New
Jersey traveled to other places and | anded fish

there. So, this shows | andings by | anding port and
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by the vessels thenselves that | anded them And
this is for the overall general category season

The next one shows just June through
Cctober, very simlar pattern, except the one

difference is you don't see many | andings for North

Carolina, because they really haven't -- the fish
show up there later on in the fall. And what you
can see here is that -- again, simlar pattern, a

ot of fish landed in Massachusetts and sonme vessels
fromother states were landing fish in
Massachusetts, as well.

Now, for the tinme of year when
bluefin are in North Carolina, we see that they are
not really | anded many other places. This is
Novenber and Decenber, this past year, had about 40
metric tons landed in North Carolina, nostly by
vessels from North Carolina. Sone vessels from
South Carolina and Virginia, and a few from-- by
the New Yorkers that seenmed to like to travel. So,
that's all | have for this presentation. 1'Il take
sone questions and nove on.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Just
to prevent us fromjunping all around all the nyriad

i ssues that cone into play here, | guess what |
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woul d propose is we'll take it by category, so to
speak, and discuss angling category issues, general
category issues and purse seine category issues
separately.

| don't know that | stated the right
order, given sone of the frowns on people's faces,
but does that seem |ike an appropriate approach as
opposed to junping back and forth between general
and angling and purse seine, harpoon and those ki nds
of things?

So, should we take a vote that we
spoke of yesterday, which category should go first?
Purse seine first, because that m ght go the
qui ckest and then --

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Actual Iy, from ny
perspective, if you'll hear ny point of view on the
issue, it makes nore sense to go with the general
category and tal k about what our issues are with the
general category and then that sort of sets the
stage for tal king about the purse seine category, as
well, which I can put off until after the angling
category discussion, if you want to go general
angling and purse seine. But | really would prefer

to tal k about general first.
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MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Al
right. Well, we've got a half an hour before our
di nner break and we did schedul e an eveni ng session,
not only for -- well, primarily for the public to
speak on bl uefin tuna managenent issues and for the
AP to listen to any nenbers of the public.

So, dependi ng on how many nenbers of
the public wish to speak during that evening public
coment session, we could continue the AP
di scussion, as well. You think we can dispense with
the angling category in one half hour? Okay. Well
then we'll go with the angling category for now On
t he chopping bl ock. W have Joe MBride and Jim
Donofri o.

JOSEPH MCBRI DE: Very basically and
not to be | ongw nded about this, historically --
we're | ooking at the landings, if my math i s good
and -- you know, | still take ny shoes off to count
to 20, we have a projection of about 410 netric tons
in the angling category for the year 2000. |Is that
correct, Pat? Gve or take?

Historically, just for a little
background here, we started off or | started off 30

sonme odd years ago and we had four fish per angler




© 00 N o o b~ w N Pk

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N P O O 00O N O O B W N +—» O

7%
in the angling category for sale. A couple of years
| ater, because of pressures, we went to four fish --
two fish per angler with sale, two fish with no
sale, one fish wwth no sale, one fish per boat no
sale, and no fish per boat no sale, and now t hanks
to you gentlenmen com ng back up and thanks to
organi zations |ike the RFA politicizing our point of
view and the needs of the econony of the
sportfishing industry in this country, we're back to
four fish per boat nost of the season.

The only thing there is | would
respectfully request that if the quota for the
angling category has -- if there is enough quota in
the angling category, either at the beginning
t hrough or at the end of the season, that you would
increase the bag limt to one fish per angler, as
was traditional. It would be a big help to our
industry in |ate Septenber through October,
certainly in the northeast.

And |' m not speaking just for Montauk
now. |'m speaking for Connecticut, Rhode Island and
Mont auk ports, and the Block |Island Sound area. And
if you could do that w thout putting too nuch

pressure on the resource, we'd be very appreciative.
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| think it's fair and equitable for our industry.
We've certainly taken the brunt of the fishery over
the years, historically, since the days of plenty,
and | think it's tinme for a little payback for our
conservation. Thank you.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Jim
Donofri o.

JAMES DONCFRI O Thank you, M.
Chairman. | want to thank you for your hard work
over the last few years working with our ad hoc tuna
commttee, and that was the result of our industry
-- our recreational fishing industry |ooking for
consistency in regulations, with a diversified group
from New Engl and to North Carolina. As you know, in
t he begi nning, everybody had their own idea of what
the fishery should be or shouldn't be, based on that
smal | piece of pie we get from | CCAT.

And what we've been able to
acconplish since | think 1997, having neetings with
groups from Ccean City, Montauk, right on down to
North Carolina, but neeting with a diversified
group, Coastal Conservation Association, the RFA
menbers, charter boat operators, marine operators,

tackl e store owners, we were |ooking for a
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predi ctabl e season that we could do our ads in our
magazi nes and buy our butterfish, order our Penn
reels, etcetera, and know that we have a consi stent
season.

| think you' ve done a great job and
your whole team Pat and Mark Murray Brown and
everybody have been very great working with us on
this. And we're very pl eased.

And the idea was to form a consensus,
and | know that what I'mgoing to say right now
isn't consistent with what Joe would like to go to,
six fish, but based on, you know, our talking to the
group and consensus, we felt that the four fish bag
limt was sufficient, because going up and down
woul d present again anot her inconsistency. And we
found that -- nyself, even being in the charter boat
busi ness for over 20 years, that when you keep
changing the rules for the custoners, the bag
[imts, you tend to | ose business rather than have a
consistent bag limt which works over the years for
you.

We saw that when the striped bass
fishery collapsed, when there was hardly any fish

around, we couldn't get people to go fishing
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anynore. Now they're getting used to the | ower bag
l[imts again and it was like the ten fish bag [imt
on bluefish. W thought it was going to be the
worst thing. And it ended up to be -- actually
ended up working for us, in our favor. But it's
consistent. And that's what we're | ooking for.

But we've acconplished sone things
here, and of course one of the things we're all owed
to have the party boats, the inspected vessels, to
get back into the fishery. And because of the fluke
regul ations the way they were | ast year, that tuna
fishery did bail out a portion of our industry,
whi ch was great, and they're very thankful, and |
want to let you know that they have said that to ne.
They're very grateful that they were able to go
of fshore and go tuna fishing at a tine when they
were shut down for their sumrer flounder. So, that
wor ked.

There was al so | guess the start of
t he season, we've been able to acconplish that, a
start of the season date that worked out with the
wat ch preeg (phonetic) fishery. It was consistent
with the Ccean City tournanent in the watch preeg

fishery. And a close of the season date. And of
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course one of the things we discussed with you and
your teamwas that we know there nay be sone
underages and in the past these fish have been
converted into sailfish for the general category.

What we decided this year, what we'd
like to do, and we don't m nd helping our friends in
general category, if it's left over after all the
angling opportunities are used up. And what we
would i ke to do is to nmake sure -- and again,
reiterate what we said to you in our consensus,
Chris, is that any |leftover quota after that Cctober
31st date would be given to North Carolina anglers
and | et them enjoy whatever angling underages are
there, so we can use it up within the | CCAT
framewor k. Thank you

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Angl i ng category, yes.
Nice job, Jim Geat presentation. It |ooks to us
right now, if you | ook at the catches from| ast
year, that in the school category you caught 63. 2,
and the total quota of that size range, Pat, for
| ast year was what? The 108, was it, in the school
category? The school category size range, 66 and
under ?

PAT CHEETA: Ckay. | nean, after
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adj ustnents, --

UNI DENTI FI ED: There's 84 tons left.

PAT CHEETA: Right, so it was 147

UNI DENTI FI ED: So, what Jimmy is
pressing for right now, a continuation of the four
fish, if the fishery is repeated |ast year, you're
not likely to have a problemw th that catch rate
and -- unless there's an awful | ot of devel opnent in
the fishery and your viewthat it attracts and
encour ages and enhances the recreational fishery,
then you may have an issue.

But so | guess clearly we woul dn't
have any issue with that for the com ng season. But
| remnd you that if you' re right and the fishery
continues to devel op, eventually you're going to
bunp up agai nst that problem of the eight percent.
We now have sone flexibility, NVMFS has flexibility,
you have a four-year period to bal ance your quotas
over tinme. So, you've got sone flexibility there.
But you still obviously need to address, as we
di scussed at the species working group, the eight
percent. And we nmaintain the offer to work with you
on that in order to better structure the size

di stribution quota-wi se of the total U S. quota to
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reflect the needs of the angling category in the
school size fishery, and right now what appears to
be the | ack of any real significant catch of the
| arge school small nmedium where you're not
restricted and where all the overages seemto have
cone from

So, that | ongw nded statenent, |
wanted to rem nd everybody that even though in the
short termwe may not have an issue, in the |ong
termyou' re going to be bunping up your quota if the
fishery devel ops.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:  Fi rst,
are there any other fol ks who wanted to speak on
angling? Muu C averie and Nel son and then Rom
Wit aker and then Jim Hold the thought, Jim
pl ease.

MAUMUS CLAVERI E: Ckay. Just a plea
that if you're going to give the fish left over at
the end of the angling year to up north, save sone
giants for the Gulf, because the giant -- the
recreational fishery in the Gulf for the tunas --
for the bluefins usually ends up only with giants,
and it's accidental when you're trolling for marlin

or yellowfin or whatever. And they -- the actual
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fish season starts near the end of the NVMFS season
and goes through until the beginning of the new
season, and a couple of nonths thereafter. So, it
woul d be nice to have sone of those left. No
speci fic nunbers, just an accidental thing.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
again, that trophy category is split north and
south. So, we do use geographic line to try to play
out sone of these differing fishing seasons, based
on the mgratory pattern of the bluefin. Nelson
Bei deman.

NELSON BEI DEMAN.  Yeah, | don't very
often speak up on angling issues, but there was a
little bit of confusion about Bluewater's position
at the [ ast Comm ssion neeting. So, | did want to
speak up today.

First off, the way we look at it is
each category should maxim ze its econom c potenti al
as long as it's staying wwthin its allocated quot a.
As long as it's conplying with the | CCAT regine,
then you know, whether it's six fish, ten fish, you
know, | think it matters nore and you guys the
effective fishernmen know nore of how to maxim ze the

econom ¢ benefit than what | certainly woul d.
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| do think that building up an
underage could be a potential problem but | think
Jims suggestion would resolve that. And we do have
a rebuilding bluefin tuna stock. And 15 percent by
country is not outrageous. That's what all the
ot her | CCAT nations have had. And we've had to
tighten up our belt and be held to a higher standard
for -- you know, God knows what reasons, but that's
what the other countries have is 15 percent by
country. | would not involve Japan and Canada.
woul d not | ook at a percentage by stock. But you
know, we do have a recovering fishery and it is
about tine that -- you know, sone of the
conservation efforts are rewarded.

ROM WHI TAKER:  Yes, two comments in
regards to the angling. Jimand Bob Pride and I
know Joe, several people sitting here were very
instrunmental in comng up with the ad hoc tuna
commttee recommendations. And | certainly think
that as a tinme saving good way for you all to get
feelings on what -- we were able to get together on
sonething finally.

But there were two di screpancies

there and they just have come to mnd now. | think
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-- and they've very mnor, but | think they need to
be brought up. And I think |I nentioned to Jimthat
we want ed our seasons to start Novenber 15th. That
woul d nean you'd have a 15-day closure and | think
that woul d be nmuch easier to start Novenber 1st, and
t hen everything would be consistent, provided that
NVFS didn't have to close the angling category down
for whatever reasons.

The second thing was we do have a few
head boats in our area, and | think they should be
given the sane privilege as in head boats in the
northeast, and that's one fish per person, or a
maxi mum of 20, because they do participate in this
fishery and they need to have the same opportunities
as boats up and down our east coast. Thank you.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Wl |,
there was no discrimnation, so to speak, with
respect to the head boats. The regul ati on was
witten at the tinme for head boats that carried the
HVE charter head boat permt and were inspected
vessels. You know, certainly we dropped the catch
[imt down to one per vessel after -- for al
vessel s after Novenber 1st, recognizing the average

size of fish that tend to be caught during that
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winter fishery in North Carolina is nuch greater
than the school bluefin fishery in the sunmer.

So, again, the intent of that
i nspected vessel adjustnent was primarily for a
school bluefin fishery. |If you think that a
different imt m ght be applicable for head boats
in that North Carolina winter fishery, we're
certainly open to further discussion on that. But
again, the concern would be 20 fish of a snal
medium size is a heck of a lot of fish on a
particular trip. So, it mght not be exactly
conparable to what we had set up in the north

ROM VH TAKER:  Yeah, | think it could
be worked out to a nmuch smaller nunmber, but | think
they should still be given opportunity to nore than
one fish. You know, if they have 20 peopl e, maybe
three fish or four fish, something |ike that.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Thank you, M.
Chairman. | wanted to make a point to Rich. Rich,
we do have the support of our recreationa
comm ssi oner, Bob Hayes, to pursue the 15 percent --
not on the western Atlantic quota, 15 percent just
of the U S. quota, and hopefully going with the

intent to get nore quota for U S. fishernen all
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over, all across the board. And we woul d support
doing that. | think we need to eke out a few nore
hundred netric tons fromthe | CCAT process for our
fi shermen here. Thank you.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Just Mau nmade ne think
about the possibility, and | guess | had never
t hought about it before, but you do have the
authority to transfer angling category fish into the
trophy category, as well, to take into account his
request for sonmething in the Gulf. The trouble is
that you'll have to keep in mnd is if you want that
angling category permt, even in the trophy
category, you give up the right to fish in the
charter boat category or the general category, if
"' m not m staken.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: The
regul ations with respect to permt categories are
such that the charter boat -- vessels permtted in
the charter or head boat category are eligible to
sell fish, the whatever, yellowin, respect to
Atl antic tunas there are other things that cone into
play for sharks and swordfish with the limted
access program

But with respect to tunas, vessels in
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the charter and head boat category are permtted to
sell fish to a licensed dealer. The specific rules
for bluefin tuna are, however, that if you're
participating in the recreational fishery as well as
the comercial fishery for bluefin tuna, you can't
do it on the sanme trip. So, you need to define what
you're in on that particular day's trip.

The way the regulations read is the
first fish that is retained that day, it's size
cl ass determ nes whether you're in a recreational
trip that day or a commercial trip. Certainly the
trophy category was not established for sale. And
there would be no sale of fish froma charter head
boat category taken in the Gulf of Mexico in any
event, because that is closed to a directed fishery.
It is incidental catch only for a trophy situation
for recreational fishing activity. So, | hope
that's -- as Dick Stone used to say -- clear as nud.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Yeah. But do |
understand that to nmean that a charter boat head
boat category could | and trophy bluefin after the
general category season is closed?

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: That's

correct. They could not be sold, because they're
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trophy category fish

UNI DENTI FI ED: | understand t hat
part.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Nobody
likes to sell their trophies. They like to keep
them Okay. Wayne Lee.

WAYNE LEE: Thank you, M. Chairnman.
| just wanted to acknow edge what Rom said and echo
t hanks to Ji m Donofrio and Bob Pride for working
with our group. | would point out that Rom and sone
of our other charter boats have had custoners that
point up north and say they get four fish and why do
we only get one. But | think the decision was nade
by the charter boat fleet to hold the line on that
at this point in tinme, and again, we appreciate you
all working with that support our recreational
fishermen there. So, thank you very nuch, Jim

UNI DENTI FI ED:  Thank you. | just
wanted to say that | would be nore than pleased to
work in my comm ssioner role with the angling and
general category representatives, Jimand R ch and
others, on the eight percent rule. Underage is a
problem The consequence of underage on a

consi stent sustained basis is potential to | ose the
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quota altogether to nations that do not possess the
sanme conservation reginme or ability to nonitor and
control their fisheries that we do. And so
consequence of us not catching our quota is a
negati ve conservati on consequence.

| amalso certainly conmmtted to
pursue an increase in the western bluefin TAC, but
of course only to the extent justified by the stock
assessnment. And to the extent it will not underm ne
the current bluefin tuna rebuilding plan that we
wor ked so hard to get -- four years ago? You know,
but I amoptimstic, however, that that will be the
case, that there will be an opportunity.

As Rich had explained earlier, two
years ago | think we did face an opportunity
justified by the science for a small increase.
think the scientific argunments prevailed in that
direction, but perhaps for other reasons the United
States chose not to pursue that this year. W'l
have to take another |look at it and see what we can
do. But | certainly amcommtted to try.

And the last thing | wanted to say
was to ny good friend Maunus, you know, | |ove you

Maunus. When you go trophying -- | heard you say
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you want to nmake sure sone of those giants get down
to the Gulf of Mexico so you can catch them Right?

UNI DENTI FI ED: (I naudi bl e.)

UNI DENTI FI ED: And the ones you catch
on rod and reel, they don't spawn in the Gulf of
Mexi co. They're a different kind of bluefin or --

UNI DENTI FI ED: (I naudi bl e.)

UNI DENTI FI ED: After just |istening
to this whol e discussion about the Gulf of Mexico --
right by nme. Never resist an opportunity.

So, like when you go fishing for a
trophy bluefin, are you trying to do that or you
j ust happen to catch one?

UNI DENTI FI ED:  You're usually fishing
for blue marlin,

UNI DENTI FI ED: Ckay. So, that
woul dn't be a directed fishery.

UNI DENTI FI ED:  No, if you went
fishing for bluefin recreationally in the Gulf,
you'd waste a |lot of fuel and be m ghty frustrated.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Thank you. 1'd like
to thank the agency for the charter and head boat
category. And just out of curiosity, I"'msure it

was done out of respect for our industry per se, but
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how many boats are in that category? How many in
t he general category and how many in the angling
category? O the permts issued. Do you have those
nunbers roughly, Pat? | don't care. Chris or --

PAT CHEETA: Overall?

UNI DENTI FI ED: No. Each category.
We have a general category, an angling category and
a charter and head boat category.

PAT CHEETA: It's in the SAFE Report
and fromwhat | --

UNI DENTI FI ED: The breakdown is in
t here, too?

PAT CHEETA: Absol utely, yeah.
There's about 7,000 boats in the general category,
and this is coastwide from Maine to Texas. About
close to 3,000 boats in the charter head boat
category. And | think sonewhere around 14,000 boats
in the angling category.

UNI DENTI FI ED: Al permtted under
the --

PAT CHEETA: Right.

UNI DENTI FI ED: -- the USA --

PAT CHEETA: And this is Mine

t hrough Texas.
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UNI DENTI FI ED: Okay. That's good.
Because that's probably nore charter and head boats
that are generally categorized up and down the coast
when you do other types of survey. That's great.
That's good news and |"'mglad to see they were all
permtted.

The second thing, to reiterate -- |
want to thank -- the philosophy that Nel son put
forth there. The reason | was asking for six fish.
If those -- if the shoe fits, so to speak, to use up
our quota. | don't want our quota given to sone
ot her group, we don't get sone other group's quota.
| don't care if it goes to four fish per boat, if we
can do six fish a boat, that was historical, to sone
extent, it would inprove our business. Because the
under age can be created.

| f the business -- let's say in the
case of the charter boats and head boats, if you
don't have enough fish for the people to go on your
boat, you're going to have an underage. The people
won't go out and utilize the resource because it
doesn't pay for themto do that. So, you know, it's
a bal ance and we're playi ng guessi ng ganes and - -

but if there is an overage -- an underage rather, as
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t he season goes along, | have no objection to the
head boats getting nore. |If we could get a little
nmore at the southern winter fishery can get sone and
sportfishing and the angling category.

All of those things, |'msure you
have nore expertise in adjusting them It's just we
don't want to give away our quota to some other user
group. | nean, | don't think that's particularly
right, nor is it the right way to -- as Nel son
pointed out, to utilize the resource within our own
nation. So, that's -- economcally or otherw se.

So, thank you agai n.

MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS: Bob
Pri de.

ROBERT PRIDE: Chris, we've had sone
conversations over the years about the precipitous
decline in the effort for bluefin tuna
recreationally. And perhaps it's tinme for us to
haul out the nunbers and |look at it -- not today,
believe nme, but tinme to haul out the nunbers and
| ook at what the rules were in place and what the
catches were, and see if we haven't probably gone
too far in the right direction, and see if we can

l ook to the future for a better bal ance.
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MODERATOR CHRI STOPHER ROGERS:
Thanks, yeah. That certainly is an issue that as
the bag limts becane nore and nore restrictive,
there was | ess effort focused on the fishery, and
there's probably sonme lag in terns of expanding
effort in response to greater catch limts and that
we don't want to overshoot the target, so to speak.

As sonebody said earlier today, we just want to Kkiss

that quota; right? In all categories.

It's 5:24 now. | propose that we
break for dinner and then we'll conme back at 7
o'clock at this very sane roomand we'll continue

t he di scussions of various categories as well as get
sone public input on the outstanding bluefin tuna

i ssues. So, enjoy another evening in Silver Spring
and we' ||l see you back pronptly at 7 o' cl ock.

[ RECESS - DI NNER]
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